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Correspondence respecting the Imprisonment in Ireland, under 
the “ Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) Act, 
1881,” of Naturalized Citizens of the United States. 



No. L 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Qranville.— (Received June 9.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States , London, June 8, 1881. 

REFERRING to the interview which your Lordship was kind enough to grant 
me on the 3rd instant, in relation to the case of Joseph B. Walsh, arrested under the 
Coercion Act, at Castlebar, county Mayo, on the 8th March last, I have now the 
honour to request that you would at your convenience furnish me, in order to my 
better understanding of the facts of the case, with a copy of the warrant under which 
he was arrested, and with such particulars as to the offence with which he is charged 
as may he within your knowledge, Mr. Walsh having furnished me with evidence 
satisfying me that he is a naturalized citizen of the TJnited States, though I have no 
reason to think that Her Majesty’s Government were aware of the fact when the 
warrant was issued. As your Lordship will observe by the dates, Mr. Walsh has 
already suffered a three months’ imprisonment, to the manifest detriment of his 
affairs ; and the President, while anxious nbt to embarrass in any way the action of a 
friendly Government in dealing with a very difficult and delicate question of domestic 
policy, cannot but also feel solicitous not to ignore any just claim of American citizens 
to his intervention in their behalf. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 2. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received June 13.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States, London, June 10, 1881. 

I SLAVE to-day received a letter from Mr. William Simms, the Vice-Consul of 
the United States at Belfast, informing me of the arrest of Mr. Daniel Sweeney, or 
McSweeney, an American citizen, and inclosing papers in the case. The papers include 
a copy of the warrant of arrest, a letter from Mr. Sweeney to myself, and his certi- 
ficate of citizenship. It appears that he was arrested on the 2nd instant and lodged 
in Dundalk Gaol. In his letter to me Mr. Sweeney denies that he has ever said 
anything which could be construed into an incitement to riot, and asserts that, on 
the contrary, he has advised against the commission of crime and the violation of 
law. I should he glad to be informed of the particulars of the charge against 
Mr. Sweeney. I may repeat what I said in my note of the 8th instant with regard 
to the case of Mr. Walsh, that my Government, though anxious not to ignore 
the just claim of American citizens to protection, has no desire to embarrass the action 
of a friendly Government in dealing with a difficult and delicate domestic question. 

I have, & c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 
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No. 3. 

Bari Granville to Sir E. Thornton. 

(Extract.) Foreign Office , June 17, 1881. 

MR. LOWELL informed me on the 3rd instant that lie liad received instructions 
from his Government by telegraph to make representations to me on the subject of a 
naturalized American citizen who had been arrested in Ireland on the 8tli March 
last, to ask what was the crime for -which he had been arrested, and to press for his 
being brought to trial. 

Mr. Lowell added that he had been promised that fuller instructions on the subject 
would be sent to him by mail. 

I answered that such representations took me much by surprise, considering the 
circumstances of the case, and the understanding which existed between the two 
countries on this point of international law. But I added that, as he expected fuller 
instructions, it would be better to await then* arrival before discussing the question. 

I now transmit, for your information, a copy of a letter which I have received 
frow Mr. Lowell, in which he requests to be furnished with certain particulars con- 
nected with the airest, under the Act for the better Protection of Person and Property 
in Ireland of the 2nd March, 1881, at Castlebar, county Mayo, on the 8th March last, 
of Joseph B. Walsh, who is stated to he a naturalized citizen of the United States.* 



No. i. 



Earl Granville to Mr, Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, June 17, 1881. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th instant, 
requesting to he furnished with the particulars of the charge against Daniel Sweeney, 
or McSweeney, who is stated to he a United States’ citizen, and who was arrested, 
under the Act for the better Protection of Person and Property in Ireland of the 
2pd March, 1881, on the 2nd instant, and lodged in Dundalk Gaol. 

In reply, I beg leave to acquaint you that I have referred your application to the 
proper Department of Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 5. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Thornton, 

Sir, Foreign Office, June 18, 1881. 

WITH reference to my despatch of yesterday’s date, I transmit herewith, 
for your information, a copy of a letter which I have received from Mr. Lowell, 
requesting to be furnished with particulars of the charge under which Mr. Daniel 
Sweeney, or McSweeney, has been arrested in Ireland. t 

A copy is also inclosed of the Act of the 2nd March, 1881, 44 Viet,, cap. 4, 
entitled “ An Act for the better Protection of Person and Property in Ireland.” 

1 am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



• No. i. 



t No. 2. 
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No. 6. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Thornton. 

Sir. _ Foreign Office, June 24.-, 1SS1. 

REFERRING to my despatch of the 17th instant, in which I communi- 
cated to you a copy of the letter addressed to me by Mr. Lowell, requesting that he 
might he furnished with certain particulars connected with the arrest in°Ireland, 
under the Peace Preservation (Ireland) Act, 1881, on the 8th March last, of 
Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, who is said to he a naturalized citizen of the United States, I 
now propose to place before you the considerations which, in the opinion of Her 
Majesty’s Government, justify them in declining to recognize any distinction between 
the liability of foreigners and British subjects in respect to unlawful acts committed 
within the limits of British jurisdiction, or to admit any claim to exemption on 
behalf of any person, whether alien or citizen, from the operation of the laws which 
equally affect all persons residing in the dominions and under the protection of the 
Grown. 

At the same time, I wash to observe that Her Majesty’s Government have not 
failed to note the friendly assurances given on the part of the President of the United 
States towards this country, as contained in Mr. Lowell’s letters of the Sth and 10th 
instant when applying for information with regard to the arrests in Ireland, under 
the Act already cited, of Messrs. Walsh and Sweeney. 

The right of every State to subject foreigners within its limits, no less than its 
own subjects, to every law made for the maintenance of law and order is an undisputed 
principle of the law' of nations, and is a right necessarily inherent in the sovereignty 
of every independent community. 

The principle is universally recognized, and is well stated by the great French 
jurist Portalis, as quoted by Sir Robert Phillimore in his '‘Commentaries upon 
International Law,” vol. 1, cap. xviii, section 334, p. 454 : — 

“ Chaque Ftat a le droit de veiller a sa conservation, et e’est dans ce droit que 
rdside la souverainetd. Or, comment un Etat pourrait-il se conserver et maintenir, 
s’il existait dans son sein des hommes qui pussent impun6ment enfreindre sa police 
et troubler sa tranquillite ? Le pouvoir souverain ne pourrait remplir la tin pour 
laquelle il est dtabli, si des hommes (Strangers ou nationaux dtaient independants de 
ce pouvoir. II ne peut §tre limitd, ni quant aux choses, ni quant aux personnes. 
II n’est rien s’il n’est tout. La quality d’dtranger ne saurait 6tre ime exception 
legitime pour oelui qui s’en prdvaut contre la puissance publique qui regit le pays 
dans lequel il rdside. Habiter le territoire, e’est se soumettre k la souverainete.” 

The principles thus stated apply alike to exceptional laws which the necessities 
of State have caused to be imposed, and to the action of the ordinary Tribunals. 

Foreigners, whether the native-born or naturalized subjects of their own State, 
are equally amenable to the laws for the time being in force in the count 17 in which 
they are resident 

It will be observed that in the despatch of the 18th December, 1848 (“British 
and Foreign State Papers,” vol. xlvii, p. 1242), Mr. Buchanan, the United States’ Secre- 
tary of State, admitted that the application of the Law suspending the writ of habeas 
corpus was one to which his Government might have “ submitted in silence,” if it 
“ had been earned into execution in the same impartial ma n ner against the citizens 
and subjects of all foreign nations.” 

But on the occasions to which attention has now been called by Mr. Lowell there 
is no room for complaint of any exceptional treatment in the case of American 
citizens. 

In the correspondence in 1866 between the British Government and the United 
States, the true light from which the matter is to be regarded was set forth very 
clearly in the statement made by Mr. Seward in his Confidential despatch to Mr. Adams, 
the substance of which will be found in Lord Clarendon’s despatch to Sir F. Bruce 
of the 14th April, 1866.* Mr. Seward then said that he “frankly admitted thAt 
Americans, whether native-born or naturalized, own submission to the same laws in 
Great Britain as British subjects, while residing there and enjoying the protection of 
the British Government;” and Mr. Seward added that “the United States’ Govern- 
ment had applied the converse of that principle to British subjects who were 
sojourning or travelling in the United States during the late rebellion.” 

* See Appendix. 
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Mr. Seward, no doubt, hero referred to the discussion which took place between 
the two Governments in the year 1861, when the writ of habeas corpus was suspended 
by the Executive of its own authority in America. 

This correspondence will be found in the “ British and Foreign State Papers, 
1860-61,” vol. li, pp. 241, 243, 252, 264. 

The principle was then admitted on both sides that if such a proceeding was law- 
fully authorized (as it has been, without question, in the case of Ireland), no 
complaint could be made if, under its principles, the subjects of foreign States were 
treated in like manner, or, as Mr. Seward expressed it in his letter to Lord Lyons of 
the 14th October, 1861 (p. 245), “ with no greater or less rigour ” than the citizens of 
the country in which such an exceptional law had become duly operative. 

(Vide also the correspondence in the case of Mr. Shaw, “ British and Foreign 
State Papers, 1864-65,” vol. lv, p. 710.) 

Having regard to the fact that amongst the most mischievous and dangerous 
attempts against peace and order in Ireland are those due to Irishmen who have 
become naturalized in America, it would be, in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, most highly impolitic to admit, either in principle or practice, any departure 
from the doctrine of their equal liability to the procedure which it has been found 
necessary to apply in the case of the subjects of the Queen. 

Nothing could be more injurious than the belief that Irish-American citizens 
could carry on lawless projects in Ireland covered by an exceptional immunity. 

If that were permitted, they would become the principal agents in the crimes 
which it was the object of the Act 44 Viet., cap. 4, for the protection of person and 
property in Ireland, to suppress. 

In conclusion, I transmit, for your information, a copy of the reply which I am 
about to return to Mr. Lowell’s applications of the 8tli and 10th instant, regarding 
the arrests of Mr. Joseph B. Walsh and Mr. Daniel Sweeney, or McSweeney. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 7. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, June 28, 1881. 

IN compliance with the request contained in your letter of the 8th instant, I have 
now the honour to forward a copy of the warrant under which Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, 
who is said to be a naturalized citizen of the United States, was arrested, at Castlebar, 
county Mayo, Ireland, on the 8th March last. 

Her Majesty’s Government have also had under their consideration the application 
made by you on the 10th instant, requesting to be furnished with particulars of the 
charge under which Mr. Daniel Sweeney, or McSweeney, an American citizen, had 
been arrested on the 2nd June, and lodged in Dundalk Gaol. 

In the first place, I beg leave to assure you that Her Majesty’s Government are 
very sensible of the friendly feeling towards this country, and of the appreciation 
shown by the President of the United States with regard to the difficulties presented 
by the abnormal condition of affairs at this moment in a portion of the United 
Kingdom. 

It will not, I trust, be necessary to enter at great length upon the reasons which, 
in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, prevent them from recognizing any 
distinction between the liability of foreigners and British subjects in respect of 
unlawful acts committed within the limits of British jurisdiction, or from admitting 
any claim to exemption on behalf of any person, whether alien or citizen, from the 
operation of the laws which equally affect all persons residing in the dominions and 
Tinder the protection of the Crown. 

It will, it is hoped, suffice to refer to the despatch written on the 18th December, 
1848 (see f‘ British and Foreign State Papers,” vol. xlvii, p. 1242), to Mr. Bancroft by 
Mr. Buchanan, where he admits that the application of the law suspending the writ of 
habeas corpus. (11 & 12 Viet., cap. 35) was one to which his Government might have 
“ submitted in silence ’-’ if it “ had been carried into execution in the same impartial 
manner against the citizens and subjects of all foreign nations.” 
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On the present occasion Her Majesty's Government have no reason to believe 
that there is ground to suppose that Am erican citizens have met with exceptional 
treatment. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 8. 

Earl Granville to Sir E. Thornton. 

Sir, Foreign Office, July 1, 1881. 

I HAVE now to notify to you the transmission, on the 28th ultimo, to its 
destination of the communication which, as I informed you in my despatch of the 
21th ultimo, I was about to address to Mr. Lowell relative to the arrests, under the 
Peace Preservation (Ireland) Act of ISbl, of Joseph B. Walsh and Daniel Sweeney, or 
McSweeney. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE 



No. 9. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received July 2.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States , London, July 1, 1881. 

I HAVE to thank your Lordship for your letter of the 28th ultimo, inclosing a 
copy of the warrant under which Mr. Joseph B. Walsh was arrested at Castlebar, 
county Mayo, Ireland, in the month of March last. It appears by the copy of a 
certificate sent to me that Mr. Walsh was duly admitted by the Superior Court of the 
City of New York, on the 16th day of October, in the year 1875, to be a citizen of 
the United States of America. 

I have been instructed by Mr. Blaine to make the necessary inquiries into the 
cause of Mr. Walsh’s arrest and detention, and I should feel much obliged to your 
Lordship if you could furnish me with a statement of the dates, places, and other 
details of the specific acts said to have been committed by Mr. Walsh, upon which it 
was thought proper to issue the warrant in question. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 10. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 



Sir, Foreign Office , July 8, 188L 

I HAVE lost no time in referring to the proper Department of Her Majesty's 
Government the desire expressed in your letter of the 1st instant to be furnished with 
a statement of the dates, places, and other details of the specific acts said to have been 
committed by Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, upon which the warrant was issued for his arrest 
on the 8th March last at Castlebar, county Mayo, Ireland. 

In reply, I beg leave to remind you that, in the letter which I had the honour to 
address to you on the 28th ultimo, it was pointed out that Her Majesty’s Government 
consider that no distinction can be made in these circumstances between foreigners and 
British subjects, and that, in the case of the latter, the only information given is that 
contained in the warrant. 

I regret, therefore, that I am not in a position to be able to supply you with 
further details respecting the arrest of Mr. Walsh. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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No. 11. 



Earl Granville to Mr. Drummond. 

gk Foreign Office, July 9, 1881. 

WITH reference to my despatch, to Sir E. Thornton of tlic 1st instant, I transmit, 
for your information, copies of a further correspondence which has passed between 
Mr. Lowell and this Department relative to the arrest of Mr. Joseph B. Walsh.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 12. 



Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received September 2.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United State, London, September 1, 1881. 

I HAVE the honour to acquaint you that I have to-day received a letter from 
Mr. B. H. Barrows, the Consul of the United States at Dublin, inclosing a communi- 
cation, dated the 30th ultimo, that had been made to him by Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, a 
prisoner arrested under the Protection Act, and confined in Kilmainham Gaol. 

Mr. Walsh is a naturalized citizen of the United States, and I was instructed 
some time since to inquire into the circumstances of his arrest. My action in his case, 
and in other similar cases, is still the subject of correspondence between myself and 
my Government. Whatever may be the final decision in regard to this, Mr. Walsh’s 
statements in his letter to Mr. Barrows are such that it is proper I should lose no time 
in communicating them to your Lordship. He says that liis health is very much 
impaired, and that further imprisonment would be dangerous to his life. He desires 
that a medical examination may be made into the truth of his statement. 

I should be much obliged to your Lordship if you would make such representa- 
tions to the proper authorities as to cause this to be done, and to have this man 
liberated from prison if practicable. 

It is proper to add that Mr. Blaine, in his instructions to me upon his arrest, says 
that Walsh’s “ character as a law-abiding and good citizen is vouched for by well- 
known and respectable citizens of Pennsylvania.” 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 13. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, September 2, 1881. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt' of your letter of the 1st instant, 
urging the release from prison, on the ground of ill-health, of Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, 
who was arrested at Castlebar, in the month of March last, under the Protection of 
Persons and Property (Ireland) Act, 1881. 

In reply, I beg leave to state to you that I have lost no time in referring your 
letter to the proper Department of Her Majesty’s Government, and that I shall not 
fail to communicate further with you upon this subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 14. 

: ' Earl Granville to Mr. Hoppin. 

Sir, - ... .. ... Foreign Office, November 11, 1881. 

WITH reference to my letter to Mr. Lowell of the 2nd September last, I have 
now the honour to state to you that an order was issued on the 21st ultimo, by direction 
* Nos. .9 and 10 , • 
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of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, for the discharge of Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, -who has 
been imprisoned at Kilmainham under the Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) 
Act, 1881. 

A copy of tills order is inclosed herewith, confidentially, for your information, 
from which you will perceive that it has been issued on the ground of the ill-health of 
the prisoner. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 15. 

Earl Granville to Mr. West. 

Sir, Foreign Office, November 12, 1881. 

WITH reference to my despatch to Mr. Drummond of the 9th July last, I 
transmit herewith, for your information, copies of a further correspondence I have 
had with the Legation of the United States in this country relative to the arrest of 
Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, who has been imprisoned at Kilmainham under the Protection 
of Person and Property Act in Ireland, 1881, and has now been released by direction 
of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland on the ground of the ill-health of the prisoner.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 16. 

Mr. Hoppin to Earl Granville. — ( Received November 15.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States, London, November 14, 188L 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the reception of your Lordship’s letter of 
the 11th instant, acquainting me with the release from Kilmainham Prison of 
Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, and inclosing, confidentially, the order for his discharge. I 
shall not fail to communicate, by an early opportunity, this information to the Depart- 
ment of State. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) W. J. HOPPIN. 



No. 17. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received December 24.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States, London, December 23, 1881. 

I H AV E received to-day from Mr. Blaine a despatch stating that Mr. P. 0. 
O’Connor, of Baltimore, Maryland, has informed the Department of State that his 
brother, Mr. Denis H. O’Connor, a naturalized American citizen, has, without 
cause, been arrested and imprisoned by the British authorities in Ireland on suspicion 
of being in sympathy with the Irish National Land League. 

Mr. Blaine incloses a copy of the certificate of the naturalization of Denis 
H. O’Connor, and also of a letter from P. 0. O’Connor above mentioned, by which it 
appears that the said Denis went to Ireland about four years ago, and engaged in 
general drapery business in Charleville, in the county of Cork, under the firm name of 
O’Connor and Malony, and in Kilmallock, Limerick County, under the firm name of 
D. H. O’Connor and Co. It is further stated that his incarceration, if continued, may 
prove fatal, as his health is not good, and may also injure him financially, as he is at 
the head of the two business establishments, with all his means at present in the hands 
of strange clerks and salesmen. 

Under these circumstances, Mr. Blaine instructs me to bring this subject to the 
attention of your Lordship, with the request that I may be informed as to ihe grounds 
upon which Mr. O’Connor was arrested and imprisoned. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed)' J. R. LOWELL 



* Nos. 12 and 14. 
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No. 18. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office , December 30, 1881. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23rd instant, 
requesting, on behalf of your Government, to be informed as to the grounds upon which 
Denis H. O’Connor was arrested and imprisoned by the British authorities in Ireland ; 
and I have the honour to acquaint you, in reply, that I have referred your application 
to the proper Department of Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 19. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 26, 1882. 

WITH reference to my letter of the 30th ultimo, I have the honour to acquaint 
you that Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department has forwarded 
to me a copy of a communication which lie has received from the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, in which the latter states that Denis Hayes O’Connor was arrested on tho 
22nd October last, under his Excellency’s warrant issued pursuant to the Protection 
of Person and Property (Ireland) Act, *1881, on the ground that he was reasonably 
suspected of inciting to intimidation against the payment of rent. His Excellency 
proceeds to state that he has no reason to doubt the propriety of the arrest, but will, 
however, cause inquiry to be made with the view of considering whether the prisoner 
could now be discharged without danger to the peace of the district. 

I shall not fail to communicate to you anything further which I may hear upon 
the subject. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 20. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 2, 1882. 

WITH reference to my letter of the 30t‘n December last, I have been informed 
by Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department that he did not fail to refer 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland your communication on the subject of Denis Hayes 
O’Connor, now in custody under the Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) Act, 
1881, but that his Excellency has expressed Ids regret that he cannot, consistently 
with his duty, order the prisoner’s release at present. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 21. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — (Received, February 12.) 

My Lord, Washington, January 25, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inform your Lordship that the Committee on Eorcign 

Affairs has reported back to the House a Resolution to the following effect : ° 

“ That the President be requested to obtain from the British Government a list of 
all American citizens, naturalized or native-born, under arrest or imprisonment by 
authority of said Government, with a statement of the causes of such arrest or 
imprisonment, especially of such citizens as may have been thus arrested and 
imprisoned under a suspension of habeas corpus in Ireland, and if not incompatible 
with the public interest, that he communicate such information as he receives, together 
with all the correspondence now on file in the Department of State relating to any 
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existing arrest or imprisonment of citizens as aforesaid upon which Mr. Robinson, of 
New York, made a violent speech, copy of which is herewith inclosed, against the 
British Government, and said, alluding to the prohibition of the importation of liogs 
into England from America some time ago, which created so much sensation, “ Oh ! 
that we only paid as much attention, as much honour, to a live American citizen as 
wo do to a dead Cincinnati hog !” I called Mr. Frelinghuysen’s attention to the 
terms of this Resolution, and to the language used in debate* upon it, hut he said he 
had no knowledge of any such Resolution as I had now alluded to, and which I showed 
to him, nor conid he tell me what was likely to be the ultimate fate of it. I remarked 
to Mr. Frelinghuysen that, although not much importance need be attached to such 
language as that used by Mr. Robinson, still the wording of the Resolution was 
calculated to produce a bad effect, and might cause unnecessary irritation. 

Mr. Erelmghuysen said lie would make inquiries as to what bad taken place in 
the Committee respecting the Resolution. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKVILLE WEST. 



Inclosure in No. 21. 

Extract from the lt National Republican ” of January 24, 1882. 

Mr. Robinson, of New York, took the floor to discuss the Resolution. He related 
how, some months ago, he had met the late English Minister, and how that gentleman 
had stated to him that some American hogs of bad character had been taken over to 
England for consumption. The wires under the Atlantic had flashed the news of 
outrages that were about to be perpetrated upon the dead Oliio hog. At the same 
time, American citizens, who had fought upon the battle-fields of the Union, whose 
blood had given additional redness to the Stripes and brightened the glory of the Stars, 
were thrown into prison without any crime being alleged against them, were tried as 
felons, and were without any opportunity to get their cases before the Government or 
the people of the United States. He (Mr. Robinson) had been led to exclaim: “ Oh! 
that we only paid as much attention, as much honour, to a live American citizen as we 
do to a dead Cincinnati hog.” But so it was. The State Department would not caH 
up the cases of those citizens and have them examined. There were five American 
citizens now confined in British bastiles. They had been seized, brought before a 
jury, tried, and acquitted ; but immediately afterwards the suspension of the habeas 
corpus had been brought to hear, they had been rearrested, and were now languishing 
in prison. He had endeavoured to get the cases of these moaning, sickened, dying 
Am erican citizens before this House, but, until the present time, had been unable to 
do so. He was going to move an amendment to the Report, and was going to take 
higher ground than was there taken. Not only had the United States a right to 
interfere in behalf of American citizens in British prisons, but it had the right, and it 
was its duty to demand, the release of the Members of Parliament elected by the 
people of Great Britain, and whom the British Government had imprisoned. A gentle- 
man here, continued Air. Robinson, shakes his head. I will shake his heart. 

Mr. Robinson then quoted from a speech delivered by Lord John Russell in 
favour of the British Government interfering to compel the release by the Tuscan 
Government of certain of its own subjects. Russian despotism hid its head, Turkish 
tyranny paled into insignificance, and grew pigmyish in comparison with the great 
wrong and tyranny and despotism that had been inflicted on some of the people of 
Great Britain. 

At this point the matter went over until Tuesday, when it mil come up as 
unfin ished business. 



No. 22. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — ( Received February 18.) 

(Extract.) Washington, February 1, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch of the 25th ultimo, I have the honour to 
inform your Lordship that the House of Representatives, after a long debate, 
adopted the Resolution reported from the Committee on Foreign Aff a ir s, the terms of 
[662] C 
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which are as follows “ Resolved, that the President be requested to obtain a Hat of 

American citizens, naturalized or native-born, under arrest or imprisonment in Great 
Britain by authority of said Government, witli a statement of the cause or causes of 
such arrest and imprisonment, and especially of such citizens as have been thus 
arrested and imprisoned under the suspension of the habeas corpus in Ireland, and 
that he communicate such information, when received, to this House, together will 
all correspondence now on file with the Department of State relating to any existing 
arrest ana imprisonment of citizens as aforesaid.” 

I do not think it necessary to trouble your Lordship with comments on the 
abusive speech of Mr. Robinson, of New York, in support of his amendment, to which 
no importance was attached, but at the same time I would remark upon the fact of 
the Resolution having been adopted, as showing the importance attached to conciliating 
the Irish vote. 

Mr. Orth, of Indiana, however, stated in support of the Resolution which he, as a 
member of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back to the House that it 
was one simply of inquiry, calling upon the State Department to furnish to the House 
such information as may be accessible in reference to alleged wrongs committed 
against certain American citizens within the jurisdiction of the British Government, 
adding that sundry petitions and memorials to this effect which had reached the 
Committee formed the basis of it. In this sense the House adopted the Resolution, 
whereupon Mr. Orth moved to reconsider the vote by which it was adopted, and 
also that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 



No. 28, 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received March 1.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States, London , February 24, 1 882. 

I HAVE the honour to acquaint you that the Acting Secretary of State has 
transmitted to me a Resolution of the House of Representatives, a copy of which I 
inclose herewith, by which the President is requested to furnish the information 
therein specified concerning the arrest and imprisonment of American citizens by the 
British Government. 

The Acting Secretary desires me to submit to him a full and accurate Report on 
the subject with as little delay as practicable. As there are many such cases of arrest 
and imprisonment, of which I cannot conveniently obtain the particulars excepting 
through the kind offices of your Lordship, I respectfully ask that you will cause me to 
be furnished with the information requested by the Resolution, so far as the same may 
be properly afforded by Her Majesty’s Government. 



Inclosure in No. 23. 

Resolution. 

Eorty-seventh Congress — First Session. 



Congress op the United States. 

In the House of Representatives, January 31, 1882. 

Resolved , — ; That the President be requested to obtain a list of all American 
citizens, naturalized or native-born, under arrest or imprisonment by authority of the 
British Government, with a statement of the cause or causes of such arrest and 
imprisonment, and especially such of said citizens as may have been thus arrested and 
imprisoned under the suspension of the habeas corpus in Ireland ; and, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, that he communicate such information, when received, 
to this House, together with all correspondence now on file in the Department of State 
relating to any existing arrest and imprisonment of citizens as aforesaid. 



A-ftest * 

(Signed) EDW. McPHERSON, Clerk. 
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No. 24. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — ( Received March 4.) 

(Extract.) Washington, February 15, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch, of the 1st instant, I have the honour to 
inform your Lordship that the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Repre- 
sentatives having reported adversely a further Resolution offered by Hr. Robinson, of 
New York, respecting the arrest of American citizens in Ireland, it was “tabled” 
(tantamount to its death-blow) by a majority of 117 to 102. This Resolution was to 
the following effect : — 

“ Resolved, — That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed to 
communicate to this House his opinion in writing on the following question : — 

“If Joseph Warren Heifer, Speaker of this House, or Alonzo B. Cornell, 
Governor of the State of New York, or Charles Carroll, a labourer in the Department 
of Public Works in the City of New York, being a citizen of the United States, visit 
any part of the British Empire, and should there be arrested without having committed 
any crime, and without any definite charge of crime being alleged against him, could 
the English Government, by suspending the habeas corpus, or otherwise, lawfully detain 
him indefinitely on suspicion, without trial, or without any right in our Government 
to demand his release ? Also his opinion on the application of the Law of the 29th 
July, 1868, to such cases, and the President’s duty under it.” 

Another Resolution was then reported back to the House, with a recommendation 
that it should likewise be tabled. The terms were : — 

“ Resolved, — That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
public service, be requested to communicate to this House all correspondence with the 
British Government on file in the State Department with reference to the case of 
D. H. O’Connor, a citizen of the United States, now imprisoned in Ireland.” 

The House, however, refused by 79 to 71 to do so, and a long discussion ensued 
upon it. The Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs having stated that he 
had not understood that this Resolution had been considered by the Committee, a point 
of order was raised on the ground that the Resolution was not a Report of the 
Committee, and Mr. Cox, of New York, then moved to recommit it, and to insert 
therein the names of Michael Hart, H. O’Mahoney, and John McEnery, and to add 
a clause requesting the President to demand of the British Government the prompt 
trial of those citizens or their prompt release, whereupon Mr. Orth, of Indiana, the 
Reporter of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, stated that he had no objection to such 
action being taken, and the Resolution was accordingly recommitted with instructions 
as above stated. 

The only real point of interest in the discussion was the production of a letter from 
ex-Secretary Blaine to the brother of Denis O’Connor, in which, in speaking of the action 
of the British Government, he cc reminds him that the Act of Parliament under which 
O’Connor is held is a law of Great Britain, and it is an elementary principle of public 
law that in such case the Government of that country, in the exercise of its varied func- 
tions, judicial and executive, administers and interprets the law in question The right 
of every Government in this respect is absolute and sovereign, and every person who 
voluntarily brings himself within the jurisdiction of the country, whether permanently 
or temporarily, is subject to the operation of its laws, whether he be a citizen or mere 
resident. In stating this familiar principle, no more is conceded to Great Britain than 
every country may of right demand, and it is one of the sovereign rights which the 
Government of the United States has always insisted upon and maintained for 
itself.” 

A letter Horn the United States’ Minister in London to the United States’ Consul 
at Cork was also quoted, in which that Minister says : “ The Coercion Act, so called, 
is an exceptional and arbitrary measure. . . Its very substance and main purpose 
are to deprive suspected persons of the speedy trial they desire. This law is of course 
contrary to the spirit and foundation principles of both English and American juris- 
prudence. But it is the law of the land, and it controls all persons domiciled in the 
proclaimed districts of Ireland, whether they Me British subjects or not, and it is 
manifestly entirely futile to claim that naturalized citizens of the United States should 
be exempted from its operation. 

“ Unless I am instructed to the contrary by the Department of State, I must 
take this view of my duties.” 
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No. 25. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — ( Received March 4.) 

My Lord, Washington , February 20, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship copy of a despatch 
■which I have received from Her Majesty’s Consul at Baltimore, inclosing copies of 
an extract from the “ Baltimore American,” containing a notice of the ease of Denis 
H. O’Connor, now imprisoned in Ireland, and who is one of those mentioned in the 
Resolutions introduced in the House of Representatives, on the subject of which I had 
the honour to address your Lordship in my despatch of the 15th instant. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKVILLE WEST. 



Inclosure 1 in No. 25. 

Consul Donohoe to Mr. West. 

Sir, Baltimore, February 17, 1882. 

I NOTICED in a debate in Congress a few days ago, on the subject of American 
citizens arrested in Ireland under the “ Coercion Act,” mention was made of a man 
named Denis O’Connor, belonging to Baltimore, and now in gaol in Ireland. I was 
about making inquiries as to O’Connor when I saw the inclosed notice of his case in 
the “ Baltimore American ” of this morning. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DENIS DONOHOE. 



Inclosure 2 in No. 25. 

Extract from the “ Baltimore American ” of February 17, 1882. 

The Case of Denis O’Connor and his Claim of American Citizenship. — 
Mr. Denis H. O’Connor, who is now confined in prison in Ireland as a “ suspect,” 
and over whose case quite a discussion occurred in the House of Representatives on 
Tuesday, was formerly a resident of Baltimore. He is a brother of Mr. P. C. O’Connor, 
who keeps a grocery store at the comer of Chase and Chapel Streets, and is a fully 
naturalized citizen of the United States. Mr. P. C. O’Connor was called upon 
yesterday by an American reporter, and in response to inquiries, stated that his 
brother, Denis H. O’Connor, the prisoner alluded to, had resided in Baltimore for 
ten years previous to 1878, in which year, being broken down in health, he had taken 
a trip to Ireland, and had since made it his home. He had while in this city been an 
active and energetic business man, and among other houses with which he was 
associated were mentioned Hinkehnan, Jackson, and Phelps, of Baltimore ; John 
B. Ellison and Son, of Philadelphia; and Dalilnen, Eorbes, and Co., of New York. 
His health being partially restored shortly after landing in Ireland, Mr. O’Connor 
opened an extensive dry goods establishment in Charleville, county Cork, and another 
in Kilmallock, county Limerick. His brother says that Denis was a general 
favourite on account of his genial disposition, but more, perhaps, on account of his 
outspoken love for Republican institutions. When the Land League agitation com- 
menced, O’Connor was chosen as treasurer of the Charleville branch, and so remained 
until arrested on the 22nd October, 1881. Mr. P. C. O’Connor, on learning of the arrest 
of his brother, took steps to obtain his release on the ground of American citizen- 
ship. He procured a letter of introduction from Mayor Whyte to the then Secretary 
of State, Mr. Blaine, and proceeding to Washington, laid the whole case before 
Mr. Blaine. On the 25th November, 1881, Mr. P. C. O’Connor received a letter from 
Mr. Blaine, in which it was stated that the case w r as one of a class receiving the 
attention of the Government, and would take the same course as others preceding 
it. Mr. Blaine also reminded Mr. O’Connor that the Act of Parliament under which 
his brother is held is a law of Great Britain, and that it is an elementary principle of 
public law that in such cases the Government of that country, in the exercise of its 
varied functions, judicial and executive, administers and interprets the law. The right 
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of every Government in this respect, says Mr. Blaine, is absolute and sovereign, and 
every person who voluntarily brings himself within the jurisdiction of the country, 
whether temporarily or permanently, whether he be a citizen or a mere resident, is 
subject to the operation of those laws so long as, in the case of the alien resident, no 
Treaty stipulation or principle of international law is contravened by the proceedings 
taken against him. Mr. P. C. O’Connor has also, since the change made intlie Cabinet, 
addressed quite a long communication to Mr. Frelinghuysen on the same subject, 
calling his attention to cases of a similar character in years gone by, with the action 
of various Secretaries of State in each case. To this letter no reply has as yet been 
received. 



No. 26. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received March 6.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States, London , March 6, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acquaint you that I received yesterday from Mr. Freling- 
huysen a cable despatch in cypher, of which the following is a translation : — 

“ Referring to the cases of O’Connor, Hart, McSweency, Walsh, McEnery, and 
Dalton, American citizens imprisoned in Ireland, say to Lord Granville that, without 
discussing whether the provisions of the Force Act can be applied to American citizens, 
the President hopes that the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will be instructed to exercise 
the powers intrusted to him by the 1st section to order early trials in their (and all 
other) cases in which Americans may be arrested.” 

In transmitting this despatch to your Lordship, I venture to hope that, considering 
the importance of the matters to which it refers, it may receive the early attention of 
Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 27. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 6, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to state to you that I have lost no time in communicating 
to the proper Department of Her Majesty’s Government the letter you have addressed 
to me this day, communicating a telegram you have received from your Government 
relative to the cases of citizens of the United States who have been arrested under 
the Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) Act, 1881. 

In reply, I beg leave to assure you that this matter will receive the immediate 
attention of Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 28. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 7, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 24th ultimo, 
forwarding a copy of a Resolution of the United States’ House of Representatives, 
calling for information concerning the arrest and imprisonment of American citizens 
by the British Government. 

In reply, I beg leave to acquaint you that this matter has been referred to the 
proper Department of Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 
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No. 29. 

Mr. Frelinqhuvsen to Mr. Lowell.— (Communicated to Earl Granville by Mr. Lowell , 
March 18.) 

(Telegraphic.) Washington, March 16, 1882. 

ABOUT two weeks since I cabled that President hoped early trials of Americans 
imprisoned in Ireland would be ordered. Without wishing to seem unreasonable, 
President will be relieved if, without delay for general action in Great Britain, he can 
inform Congress that the request as to the Americans has been granted. 



No. 30. 



Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received March 27.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States, London , March 27, 1882. 

I HAVE just received a telegram from Mr. Frelingliuysen, in which lie desires 
me to communicate to your Lordship the action he has taken in the case of one 
William Lane, a British subject, who is held for trial in the prison of Detroit, in the 
State of Michigan. Mr. West has asked Mr. Frelingliuysen to use his good offices to 
secure for Lane the trial which Lane asserts he is unable to obtain. The Secretary of 
State has accordingly telegraphed to the Attorney-General of Michigan to inquire into 
the facts, in order that they may be fully reported to Mr. West, and has also said that 
the President desires the Attorney-General to use his best endeavours to procure for 
Lane an early trial. 

In acquainting your Lordship with this, I am instructed to say that my Govern- 
ment are still without the information respecting the trials in the Irish cases, in 
relation to which your Lordship was kind enough to lead me to expect a speedy reply, 
as I telegraphed to Washington on the 17 th instant, and in regard to winch the 
President hopes Her Majesty’s Government will see its way to an early and favourable 
answer. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 31. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received March 28.) 

My Lord* Legation of the United States , London, March 28, 1882. 

REFERRING to my note of yesterday, I have the honour to acquaint you that I 
have received this morning an additional telegram from Mr. Frelinghuysen, requesting 
me to inform your Lordship that the British subject Lane, on whose behalf Mr. West 
intervened on the 24th instant, asking for a speedy trial, is now being tried. It 
appears that all the delays and continuances in this case have been made on the motion 
oi Lane’s counsel. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 32. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — (Received March 29.) 

My Lo^d, Legation of the United States, London, March 28, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acquaint you that I have to-day received a despatch from 
Mr. Frelinghuysen instructing me to inquire into the circumstances attending the 
arrest of Mr. James L. White, a naturalized American citizen, who has been for some 
months imprisoned in Naas Gaol, in Ireland, under the so-called “ Coercion Act,” on a 
charge of beipg “reasonably suspected” of offences against this Act. 

Mr. N. P. Hill, a Senator of the United States from the State of Colorado, has 
represented to the Secretary that Mr. White was for two years a member of the City 
Council of Denver, in that State, and is said to be a peaceable, quiet man, well- 
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disposed toward good government. He left Denver about the 22nd day of July, 1878, 
and returned to Ireland for the purpose of visiting his aged father, and staying with 
him the remainder of bis life. V erv respectable persons in Denver o2er to vouch for 
the intelligence, sobriety, and integrity of Mr. White. 

I have the honour to ask your Lordship that inquiries may he made into the 
circumstances attending the arrest of Mr. White, and if it shall appear that there has 
been any mistake or undue severity in his case, that he may be released or granted a 
speedy trial. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 33. 



Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 29, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th 
instant, informing me of the directions that have been given, both by the President of 
the United States and by the Secretary of State, upon the application that has been 
made by Her Majesty’s Minister at Washington in order to obtain for William Lane, 
a British subject who is detained in prison at Detroit, a judicial hearing of his case, 
which the accused asserts he is unable to obtain. 

In reply, I beg leave to express to you my thanks for the information you have 
conveyed to me respecting William Lane, the particulars of whose case have not yet 
reached this Department, and to assure you that the action of the President and of 
Mr. Erelinghuysen with regard to the representations made by Mr. West are cordially 
recognized by Her Majesty’s Government. 

With reference to that portion of your letter in which allusion is made to the 
cases of those citizens of the United States who are now detained in prison in Ireland 
under the Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) Act, I greatly regret the delay 
which has arisen in replying to the representations you have already addressed to me 
on their behalf. This delay has unfortunately been unavoidable, and has only 
occurred from the necessity of communicating upon the subject with the responsible 
advisers of Her Majesty in Ireland. I trust, however, that I may very shortly be in 
a position to communicate to you the views of Her Majesty’s Government in this 
matter. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 34. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 29, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th instant, 
requesting that inquiries may be made into the circumstances attending the arrest of 
Mr. James L. White, a naturalized Am erican citizen, who has been for some months 
imprisoned in Naas Gaol under the Protection of Person and Property Act (Ireland), 
and I have to state to you that your application is under the consideration of Her 
Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 35. 

Earl Granville to Mr. West. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 29, 1882. 

WITH reference to your despatch of the loth ultimo, I transmit to you here- 
with, for your information, copies of the correspondence, as marked in the margin,* 

* Nos. 23, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




16 



relative to the arrest and imprisonment of American citizens by the British Govern- 
ment, and the trial of a British subject named William Lane, who is detained in prison 



at Detroit, in the United States. 



I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 36. 

Earl Granville to Mr. West. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 29, 1882. 

THE United States 5 Minister called upon me this afternoon by appointment. 

I took the opportunity of handing to him my reply to his note of the 27th 
instant,* relative to the case of William Lane, at the conclusion of which an answer is 
also promised to the representations of the United States’ Government with regard to 
the American citizens detained in Ireland under the Protection of Person and Property 
Act. 

Mr. Lowell said that this latter question was one which was causing considerable 
excitement in the United States. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 37. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office , March 30, 1882. 

WITH reference to my letter of yesterday’s date, I have the honour to express 
to you my thanks for the communication which you were so good as to address to me 
on the 28th instant, in which I am informed that the trial of the British subject 
William Lane, who is detained in prison in Detroit, is being now proceeded 
with. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 38. 

Earl Granville to Mr. West, f 

Sir, Foreign Office , March 31, 1882. 

I TOLD Mr. Lowell in conversation to-day that the communications which he 
had addressed to me, and of which copies were forwarded to you with my despatch 
of the 29 th instant, with regard to the suspects imprisoned in Ireland, who are 
alleged to be citizens of the United States, involve principles of such importance that 
Her Majesty’s Government would prefer to convey their views on the subject to the 
Government of the United States through Her Majesty’s Minister at Washington. I 
hope to be able to send you the necessary instructions for this purpose in the course of 
a few days. 

In the meanwhile, I stated to Mr. Lowell, as you will have learned from my 
telegram of this day, that the imprisonment of suspects under the Protection of Person 
and Property (Ireland) Act, 1881, is not a measure for the punishment of crime but 
for its prevention. In many instances prisoners have been released by the Irish 
Government upon reasonable belief that this could be done without risk to the public 
safety. Her Majesty’s Government, I added, are not desirous of unnecessarily 
detaining in prison any person from whom no danger to the public peace need be 
apprehended, and they will be prepared, therefore, to take into consideration the 
circumstances of any citizens of the United States now so detained who may be 
willing to engage forthwith to leave the United Kingdom. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



* See No. 33. 



t Substance telegraphed. 
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Mr. West to Earl Granville. — {Received April 3.) 

My Lord, Washington, March 13, 1882. 

I HAVE tlie honour to inclose to your Lordship herewith copies of Resolutions 
respecting the protection of American citizens abroad, which were introduced for 
reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations by Mr. Crapo, Representative from. 
Massachusetts. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKVILLE WEST. 



Inclosure in No. 39. 



Extract from the “ Congressional Record ” of March 11, 1882. 

Protection op American Citizens abroad. — Mr. Crapo: I ask unanimous 
consent to introduce Resolutions, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, for reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and that they may be printed in the Record. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Resolutions are as follows : — 

“ At a meeting of the specially-delegated representatives of the Land League and 
Irish- American Societies of Fall River, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, the 
following Resolutions were adopted : 

“ Resolved by the Land League and Irish-American Societies of Fall River, Massa- 
chusetts, — That, in view of the despotic incarceration of Irish-American citizens by the 
British Government, we believe the time has fully come for Congress and the Execu- 
tive to demand the immediate trial by a jury of their peers of any and every native 
or naturalized citizen of the United States now incarcerated in British dungeons, or 
their immediate release. 

“ Resolved , — That we appeal to the American Congress and to the Executive to take 
such action as will vindicate American honour, protect American citizenship, and 
establish justice. To this end we pledge loyalty and united support. 

“ Resolved , — That, in the language of ‘ The Citizen,’ of Chicago, ‘ Europe, not 
England, is the mother-country of America,’ and that every citizen of the United 
States, be lie American, Englishman, Irishman, Frenchman. German, Russian, Italian, 
Spaniard, or Turk, is personally interested in this demand. 

(Signed) “T. DWIGHT STOW, 
“THOMAS WEBB, 

“JOHN RIDER, 

“ Committee League No. 1. 



" On behalf of the Young Men’s Irish-American F. A. and B. Society, numbering 
438 members : — 



Thos. Donahuy, President. 
Benj. F. Mehaney, Yice-Pres. 
John J. Lannegan, Rec. Sec. 
John P. Kenney, Cor. Sec. 



John C. Sullivan, Fin. Sec. 
Daniel Murphy, Assist. Fin. Sec. 
Michael E. Stanton, Treasurer. 
Timothy Lear, Masel. 



'* In behalf of the Sarah Curren branch of the Ladies’ Land League : — 



Mrs. Neary, President. 

Miss Mary A. McFadden, Yice- 
Pres. 



Miss Ellen Fogarty, Fin. Sec. 
Miss Mary A. Guilfoyle, Rec. Sec. 
Mrs. O’Donnell, Treasurer. 



“ Ladies’ branch of I. N. L. L. : — 
Miss Maggie A. Lingane, President. 
M i s s Mary Murphy, First Yice- 
Pres. 

Miss Mary Feeley, Second Yice- 
Pres. 



Miss Mary Malone, Treasurer. 
Miss Bridget A. Leary, Rec. Sec. 
Miss Julia Murphy, Fin. Sec. 
Miss Nellie Kelley, Cor. Sec. 



“ On behalf of St. John’s Society : — 

Hugh McKevitt, President. Maurice Shaughnessy, Sec. 

Daniel A. Sullivan, Yice-Pres. 

[662] r> 
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“ Robert Emmet T. A. L. and B. Society : — 

William Moran, President. Martin Ryan, Rec. Sec. 

James Driscoll, Vice-Pres. 

“ On behalf of Division No. 1, Ancient Order of Hibernians, and 300 men of Eall 
River, Massachusetts : — 

John McCarty, President. John Stanton, Ein. Sec. 

Thomas Madden, Vice-Pres. Richard Hinley, Treasurer. 

John J. Cummings, Rec. Sec. 

“On behalf of Division No. 3, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Eall River, 
Massachusetts : — 

Edward Driscoll, jun., President. Dennis T. Sullivan, Ein. Sec. 

Michael D. Eoley, Vice-Pres. Patrick J . Lee, Treasurer.” 

James H. Ryder, Rec. Sec. 



No. 40. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received April 4.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States , London , April 3, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acquaint you that I have received an application to 
intercede on behalf of Mr. Patrick Slattery, who is confined in Limerick County 
Gaol, under the Protection of Person and Property Act (Ireland), and who incloses 
a certificate of his naturalization as a citizen of the United States on the 17th 
December, 1872, which seems to be in proper form. 

I have already communicated to your Lordship a telegram which I received on 
the 4th March last, in which I was directed to say that the President hoped the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland would be instructed to exercise the powers intrusted to him by 
the 1st section of- the Act in question, to order early trials in the cases of the 
suspects mentioned in that telegram, and in all other cases in which Americans might 
be arrested. I beg, therefore, that the President’s request may be granted in the 
case of Mr. Slattery, who states that he has been imprisoned since the 25th July 
last. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. LOWELL. 



No. 41. 

Earl Granville to Mr. West. 



Sir, Foreigti Office , April 5, 1S82. 

I TRANSMIT herewith, for your information, a copy of a letter which I have 
received from the United States’ Minister in London, pressing for the early trial of 
Mi*. Patrick Slattery, a naturalized citizen of the United States, who is imprisoned 
in Limerick County Gaol, under the Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) 

Act, 1881.* . 5 ■ 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 

1 



No. 42. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir T x , Foreign Office, April 5, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 3rd instant, 
requesting that Mr. Patrick Slattery, a naturalized citizen of the United States, who is 
detained in litaerick Gounty Gaol, under the Protection of Person- and Property 
(Ireland) Act, 1881, may be brought to trial at an early date. 1 

• No. 40. • a jo. 
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In reply, I have the honour to state to you that I have referred, this matter to the 
proper Department of Her Majesty’s Government. 



I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 43. 

Earl Granville to Mr. West. 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 6, 1 862. 

WITH reference to my despatch of the 31st ultimo, t have now to inform 
you that Her Majesty’s Government have carefully considered the representations that 
have been made to them by Mr. Lowell, on the part of the Government of the IT uited 
States, concerning the arrest and imprisonment of certain American citizens in Ireland, 
and the hope expressed by the President that the American citizens so detained may be 
brought to an early trial. 

The persons at present detained in prison in Ireland under the provisions of the 
Protection of Person and Property Act of 18S1 have been, and are, all of them, either 
ordinarily resident in Ireland, or persons who have visited Ireland under the present 
circumstances of that country, and to whom full knowledge of those circumstances, 
and of the laws passed iu the last Session of Parliament to aim the Government there 
with extraordinary powers, must be imputed. 

In the use of these extraordinary powers, for the purpose of preventing incentives 
to outrage and crime and breaches of public order in Ireland, no general distinction 
can be made between those persons, for the time being in Ireland, who may have come 
there from the United States, or any other foreign countries in which they may have 
rights of citizenship, and others ; nor have Her ^Majesty’s Government generally any 
means of knowing whether such persons are native Irishmen who have not renounced 
their British nationality, or Irish emigrants who may have obtained rights of citizenship 
in the United States or elsewhere. 

The Statute of last Session under which these prisoners are detained was passed 
(like all other Acts for the suspension of the habeas corpus , whether in England or in 
the United States) under circumstances of exceptional political necessity, for the 
express purpose of superseding and dispensing with trial ; and the reference, in the 
1st clause of the Act, to the authority of the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland was not for 
the purpose of enabling him to direct a trial (which could only take place upon 
a charge regularly made in the ordinary course of law), but for the contrary p impose. 

The British Legislature, in passing that Act, declared the necessity of such a 
suspension of trial under certain circumstances. This necessity applies, within those 
conditions, alike to aliens and to British subjects in Ireland ; and Her Majesty’s 
Government are compelled to consider that the necessity which led to the passing of 
the Act still subsists. 

It is impossible either for Her Majesty’s Government or for the Government of 
the United States to be ignorant that the present disorders in Ireland have been, and 
are still, to a great extent fomented by Irish emigrants in the United States, and by 
subscriptions of money and publications hostile to British rule proceeding from that 
source. As you are aware, Her Majesty’s Government found it necessary last year to 
address a friendly representation on this subject to the Government of the United 
States, and Her Majesty's Government cannot doubt that the President and his 
Ministers must he desirous of discouraging all such proceedings to the best of their 
power. Under such circumstances, it is obvious that the efforts of Her Majesty’s 
Government and of the British Parliament for the vindication of law and the 
restoration of order in Ireland would be liable to be frustrated if aliens in Ireland 
(whatsoever nationality they might claim) were in any respect treated as exempt from 
the operation of laws which Parliament has found it necessary to enact for that 
purpose, or from the extraordinary powers conferred upon the Executive Government 
of Ireland by those laws. 

The principle that in such cases no distinction can be made in favour of aliens 
was maintained by the Government of the United States on the suspension of the 
Habeas Corpus Act in the Northern States during the civil war. On that occasion, 
complaints having been made of arbitrary and illegal arrests of certain British subjects, 
Mr. Seward, in a note dated the 14th October, 1861, to Lord Lyons, then Her 
Majesty’s Minis ter at Washington, after vindicating the legality of the proceedings 
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complained of, expressed himself as follows : " In every case subjects of Her Majesty 
residin'* in the United States, and under their protection, are treated during the 
present troubles in the same manner, and with no greater or less rigour, than American 
citizens.’ ’ 

Subsequently, in 1866, when the Habeas Corpus Act was suspended in Ireland, a 
correspondence took place between the two Governments as to the right, of Irish-born 
naturalized citizens of America then sojourning in Ireland to American protection. 
That particular question has since been disposed of by the Naturalization Act, 1870, 
whereby British subjects becoming voluntarily naturalized in a foreign State forfeit 
their British nationality. But the following extract from a despatch dated the 
10th March, 1866, addressed by Mr. Seward to Mr. Adams, then Minister of the 
United States in London, and published in the diplomatic correspondence presented to 
Congress with the President’s Message for that year, deserves particular notice, as the 
instructions to the United States’ Minister which it contains entirely accord with the 
views of Her Majesty’s Government in relation to the treatment of American citizens 
during the present troubles in Ireland. 

In those instructions Mr. Seward used the following language : — 

« It may be expected that some of our Irish-born naturalized citizens who are 
now sojourning or travelling in Ireland will be arrested upon complaints of 
complicity in seditious proceedings. It may also be expected that some who will 
be thus accused will be innocent, while others will be guilty. The situation will 
for a time necessarily become inconvenient and embarrassing. I know of no way in 
which you can meet it more properly than by pursuing the course which you have 
indicated. 

“Americans, whether native-born or naturalized, owe submission to the same 
laws in Great Britain as British subjects, while residing there and enjoying the 
protection of that Government. We applied the converse of this principle to British 
subjects who were sojourning or travelling in the United States during the late 
rebellion.” 

In a further despatch dated the 9th June, 1866, Mr. Seward instructed 
Mr. Adams “ to suggest to Lord Clarendon the expediency of the exercise of 
clemency to the extent at least of releasing all of the American citizens, native or 
naturalized, who are in confinement, upon the condition of their returning to the 
United States.” 

As no difference of opinion would appear to exist with respect to the principle so 
clearly enunciated in the extracts above cited, Her Majesty’s Government are in some 
doubt as to whether they have correctly apprehended the grounds on which the 
Government of the United States found them present representations in favour of 
those American citizens in Ireland who have brought themselves under the operation 
of the Protection of Person and Property Act, and it is unnecessary to pursue the 
subject further at present. 

I only desire to add that the imprisonment of suspects under the Act is not a 
measure of punishment, but of prevention. The Irish Government have in many 
instances released prisoners upon a reasonable belief that it could be done without risk 
to the public safety, and I need hardly say that Her Majesty’s Government are not 
desirous of detaining unnecessarily in prison any persons from whom no danger to the 
public peace is to be apprehended. 

They will therefore be prepared to consider the circumstances of any citizens of 
the United States now detained who may be willing to engage forthwith to leave the 
United Kingdom. 

I have to instruct you to read this despatch to Mr. Prelinghuysen, and to leave a 
copy of it with him if he should so desire. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) GEANVILLE. 
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No. 44. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — (Received April 10.) 

My Lord, Washington, March 2S, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose herewith to your Lordship printed copies of the 
Message of the President to the Senate, transmitting papers relating to the imprison- 
ment of Daniel Me Sweeney in Ireland. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKYILLE WEST. 



In closure in No. 44-. 



47th Congress, 1st Session.] Senate. [Ex. Doc. No. 139. 

Message from the President o f the United States, transmitting, in response to Senate Resolu- 
tion of the 9th instant, a Report from the Secretary of State, with accompanying Papers, 
relating to the alleged Imprisonment by the British Government of Daniel McSweeney, 
a Citizen of the United States. 

March 20, 1882. — ltead and referred to the Committee on Foreign Delations, and 
ordered to he printed. 

To the Senate of the United States : 

IN compliance with a llesolution of the Senate of the 9th instant, instructing 
the Secretary of State to ascertain and report to the Senate the cause for the alleged 
imprisonment by the British Government of Daniel McSweeney, a citizen of the 
United States, I transmit herewith a Deport on the subject from the Secretary of 
State, with its accompanying papers. 

(Signed) CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Executive Mansion , Washington, March 20, 1882. 



Department of State, IVashing/on, March 17, 1852. 

The Secretary of State has had the lionoiu* to receive a Resolution of the Senate 
of the United States, dated the 9th instant, in the following words : — 

Whereas, it is alleged that Daniel McSweeney, a citizen of the United States 
and lately a resident of the State of California, whilst peaceably sojourning in 
England, has, without just cause, been imprisoned by the British G overnment ; be it 
therefore 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State he, and he is hereby, instructed to ascertain 
the cause for the alleged imprisonment of the said Daniel McSweeney, and make 
report to the Senate at the earliest day possible. 

In response to this request of the Senate, the Secretary of State has the honour 
to lay before the President, for transmission to that body, if lie shall deem it proper to 
do so, certain correspondence in relation to the arrest of Daniel McSweeney, which, ii. 
it is believed, contains all the information in regard to the case at present known to 
the Department of State. 

Respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) FREDK. T. FRELIN GHUYSEN. 

The President. 



List of accompanying Papers. 

No. 

1. Mrs. McSweeney to Mr. Blaine, August 3, 1881. 

2. Mr. Davis to Mr. Lowell, No. 31C, February 10, 1882, with Inclosures' 

3. Mr. Miller nnti others to Mr. Frelinghuysen, February 16, 1882. 

4 . Mr. Frelinghuysen to Mr. Lowell. Telegram, March 3, 1S82. 

5. Mr. Lowell to Mr. Frelinghuysen. Telegram. March 4 , 1882. 

6. Mr. Frelinghuysen to Mr. Lowell. Tplegram, March 4, 1882. 

7. Mr. Lowell to Mr. Frelinghuysen. Telegram, 'larch 7, 1832, 
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(No. 1.) 



Mrs . McSwecney to Mr Blaine. 



gir August 3, 1881. ( Received August 16.) 

’ Some four years ago I came with my family, on account of my faiUn^ 

health, to reside temporarily in this country. 



I was aware that England claimed this 



island, hut I was under the impression that Americans might venture to travel or 
reside abroad protected by their flag ; but in this I was mistaken, for on the morning 
of June 2 of this year, our house was surrounded by an armed band oJ Colleen Victorias 
hirelings, and my husband, who was slowly recovering from a severe attack of siekness 
(his life having been despaired of two weeks before), the British bloodhounds being on 
his track, was seized and forcibly torn from the bosom of bis family and dragged a 
distance of some 200 miles and cast into a British bastile, charged with being reason- 
ably suspected of something.” It is not alleged that lie committed any crime or 
violated any law. He, being an American citizen, immediately forwarded bis naturali- 
zation papers, together with a solemn protest against this British outrage, to tbo 
American Minister at Londou. That gentleman answered that the matter would bo 
laid before one Granville, and that inquiries would bo made as to the ground of his 
arrest. Here the matter rested, and my husband is now about two weeks in gaol. 
Now, Sir, I do not know this Granville, to whom our American Minister kindly refers, 
but I do know that you, Hon. James G. Blaine, are Secretary of State for the great 
American Republic, and to you, in your capacity as Representative of that free mid 
great country, I appeal for protection. I am an American, my husband is an American 
citizen, and he has committed no crime. The English Parliament abolished civil law 
in this country some months ago, and passed an Act for the better protection of person 
and property, but which in reality is an Act for the destruction of person and property. 
Armed bands of police and soldiers make daily raids through this unforbunato country, 
headed by tlieir tax-collectors and their deputies. Those follows arc called in this 
country Dukes, Earls, Lords, &c. ; they are clothed with lull power to levy and collect 
as much taxes as they please, and in case [of] the refusal, or inability of the poor 
people to pay, they have power to level their houses, and pass, in tho words of 
England’s Prime Minister, sentence of death on them. They are generally successful, 
as the people are unarmed, and the tax-collectors are backed by the whole English 
army. This system causes a famine in this country about every two years, and tho 
Americans are called on to send over some Indian meal to feed the “ ’ungry Hirisb.” 
The Tribunals, called in mockery Courts of Justice in this country, are presided over 
by those tax-collectors and their deputies. As an instance of how justice is dispensed 
in those Courts, the other day a young man testified that he saw a policeman murder 
a man with the butt of his musket. The Court acquitted the policeman, but 
the witness was reasonably suspected and sentenced to fourteen months’ imprison- 
ment. 



One of those tax-collectors, Wybrants Olpbert of this county, sent his horses 
and carts and carried away a poor woman’s crop grown on her land from seed obtained 
from charitable sources. The same Olpbert refused permission to erect school-houses 
on his 20,000 acres to educate his 6,000 serfs, alleging as a reason that if 
those people were educated a landlord could not walk out of his house. My husband 
expressed his opinions that those things were wrong, and for the expression of those 
opinions he was cast into a British dungeon. I ask, will the American Government 
protect me ? This Destruction, of Person and Property Act spares neither age nor sex. 
I have opinions ; this is already known to the enemy. I am liable at any moment to 
be cast into a dungeon. Our arms have been taken from us ; my crop is destroyed by 
vermin; my husband is m delicate health, pining in prison. Will you leavo me 
unprotected, in the enemy's country, with .eight American orphans on my hands ? Had 
we been citizens of any other free civilized country, even or one of the petty South 
American Republics possessing one' iron-clad, the brutal British Government would not 
be permitted to murder my husband ; for a nation that sent 40,000 troops to 
this island in 1847, carried all the food out of the country at the point of the bayonet, 
and murdered a couple of millions of people by famine — a nation that armed the 
American savages with scalping-knives and offered rewards for the scalps of American 
women and children, would not hesitate to murder an American citizen. You may say 
that you are at peace with England, but wiR the nations of the earth say that England 
is at peace with you while she condemns your citizens to eighteen months’ 
imprisonment without trial? Was it in vain that I taught my American son, who 
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raised tlie emblem of liberty in the face of his father’s captors, exclaiming, “You will 
pay for this some time,” that under its pure folds every free American would be 
protected, and that it was not a “ flaunting lie ” ? 

Yours respectfully, 

(Signed) JULIA McSWEENEY, 

Carrow Cannon House, Falcon agh , County Donegal , Ireland. 

August 3, 188L 



(No. 2.) 

Mr. Davis to Mr. Lowell. 

(No. 316.) 

Sir, Department of State , Washington , February 10, 1882. 

I inclose herewith, for your information, copies of correspondence relating to 
the arrest and imprisonment, by the British authorities, of Mr. Daniel McSweency, a 
naturalized American citizen, residing in Ireland. 

I will thank you to inquire into the circumstances of the case through this proper 
channels, and to report the result of your investigations to this Department, meanwhile 
taking any t action in reference to the matter which you may deem proper. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) J. C. BAN CROPT DAVIS, 
Acting Secretary. 



(Inclosure 1 in No. 316.) 

Mr. Cuddy to the President. 

Dear Sir, IFesJ Oakland, California, January 24, 1882. 

I take the liberty of calling your attention to the inclosed letter, which was pub- 
lished in the San Erancisco “ Examiner ” yesterday, and beg a careful consideration of its 
contents. Some people may think it impertinent and officious, but I believe that what 
concerns one citizen concerns all citizens, no matter how exalted or humble the 
particular individual interested may be. When, therefore, a citizen of the United 
States writes a letter to any member of bis family, or even to the public press, seeking 
and invoking the protection of his Government, it is not only the right of any citizen to 
interest himself in his behalf, but also it is his duty. No second appeal was made to 
President Pierce in the case of citizen Kotsza, who was arrested and imprisoned by the 
Austrian authorities. The question then propounded, “ Do you or do you not respect the 
Treaty wherein you relinquish all claim and control over subjects who have become 
American citizens? ” should now be propounded anew to Great Britain, not only in the 
instance to which your Excellency’s attention is herewith called, but likewise to any 
other citizens who are now illegally deprived of that liberty which is guaranteed to all 
citizens of the United States in Great Britain. “ Suspicion ” or <c probability ” has no 
standing in international law or Treaties. The offence must be actual, and must have 
been committed after the law was enacted under which they have been arrested. As I 
understand the laws of our country, there is no distinction or difference between a native 
or a foreign-born citizen, with the exception of the non-eligibility of the foreign-bom 
to the office of President or Vice-President. In all other respects they are equal 
Therefore, in this case, Mr. McSweeney is entitled to the same protection as if he was 
General Grant. What could or can be done for General Grant under like circumstances 
can likewise be done for Mr. McSweeney. One is a native citizen, the other a foreign- 
bom citizen. Therefore, I earnestly pray you to exert all the powers of the 
Government towards a speedy release of Mr. McSweeney and all other American 
citizens now illegally languishing in British dungeons. 

With great respect, &c. 

(Signed) JOHN CUDDY. 

His Excellency Chester A. Arthur, 

President of the United States. 
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(Annex to Inclosure 1.) 

From the San Francisco “ Examiner ” of January 23, 1882. 

British Tyranny. — An old Californian imprisoned in Ireland. — A graphic 
Letter from D. McSweeney, a “Suspect.” — Blaine and Lowell’s Indifference. 
— The following letter will be found peculiarly interesting at the present juncture by 
the readers of the “ Examiner,” especially those of Irish birth or extraction. The writer, 
Daniel McSweeney, was for many years a well-known and esteemed resident of this 
city, doing business at the corner of Ninth and Howard Streets, where he was engaged 
in the cattle trade. Some six years since, with his family, he returned to Ireland, 
where he purchased some property. When the Land League was formed, as might be 
expected, McSweeney warmly espoused the cause, and was a hearty worker on its 
behalf. This appears to have drawn on his devoted head the vengeance of the British 
Government. About six months ago he was arrested and confined in Dundalk Gaol, 
where he now is, and from which his letter is indited. Mr. McSweeney has a large 
family, six of his children being with their mother in Ireland, and two are now 
residents of San Francisco. Mrs. McSweeney is quite ailing, and the distress of mind 
caused by her husband’s unjust imprisonment is rapidly undermining her health. The 
many friends of Mi*. McSweeney will, under these circumstances, read his letter with 
mingled feeliugs of grief and indignation. It will be seen that it is addressed to his 
daughter, Miss Mamie McSweeney, who is at present residing in this city. 

“My dear Mamie, “ Dunclallc Goal , December 12, 1881. 

“ You must excuse me for not answering your last two letters sooner. Since the 
winter set in I was unable, owing to the severe cold in this dungeon, to sit still long 
enough to write even a few lines. I have to keep moving about continually in my 
narrow space to keep from freezing. You must know how dreadful it is to be locked 
up eighteen hours a-day in this cold, damp climate without any fire, and, worse still, 
we are compelled to stand or walk about daily for five hours in the open air, ina 
damp, muddy yard, ankle-deep in water, and then return to our cold cells trembling 
with cold. It requires a strong constitution to stand it long. I fear many of our 
brave fellows will succumb before the winter is over. As I was only sentenced for 
sixteen months, I thought at first I might live it out ; but you know I was in delicate 
health when I was arrested, being barely able to move about after a severe attack of 
sickness. All efforts on the part of your mother and all our friends failed to discover 
the cause of my arrest. I appealed to Mr. Lowell, United States’ Minister at London, 
for protection, but he answered that it is absurd for a naturalized citizen of the 
United States to claim protection. He says that even an American citizen could only 
have recourse to an appeal to the courtesy of the British Government to be released. 
He added, in a later communication, that the British Government refused to give 
him any information about the charge against me, and that they snubbed him. Your 
mother wrote to Mr. Blaine about my case, but that gentleman did not deign even a 
reply. I heard nothing whatever from him. About a couple of weeks ago I saw in the 
English papers a report of his speech in Philadelphia, wherein he states that he is 
more loyal to Queen Victoria than any British subject. So it would appear that we 
appealed to the wrong man. I am now in gaol going on seven months, charged with 
no crime, and not even a shadow of suspicion that I violated any law ; and when our 
American Minister asks a civil question about me he is snubbed, insulted, and his flag 
trampled on ; but he does not appear to make much fuss about it, and the American 
Government takes no notice of the question any more than the King of the 
Sandwich Islands would. Truly, it is rather an awkward position for me. I swore 
allegiance to the United States, renounced my allegiance to all Kings, Princes, or 
foreign Potentates for ever, but most particularly to Queen Victoria, of whom it was 
alleged I was a subject, but which I deny ; but I went through the form lest she 
might claim me. 

“ I have in my possession a very nice document, with the proud American eagle 
perched on it, purporting to be a certificate of American citizenship. The American 
Government will not recognize me. I have no claim on France or Kussia. I have 
no country or Government to raise its voice while England, slowly but surely, is 
putting me to death ; but death itself would be preferable to this torture. So you see 
now what the once proud title of American amounts to ; but it is a question that 
should be settled. Millions in the United States should be interested in my fate, lest 
it might be their misfortune some day to visit their native home and find themselves 
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cast into a dungeon and put to death without trial by Judge or jury. It matters little 
how the question is settled, so far as my case is concerned. It will not take many 
more days in this dungeon to settle it. Your mother, of course, will try and make her 
way to California again with the children. Our property will be confiscated. The 
landlord magistrates in our district have raised the poor rate to IS per cent, on the 
assessed valuation of our property, while on then 1 own '2\ per cent. ; but they have 
the resources of civilization at their backs. There are now fifty suspects in this gaol, 
some of whom are among the most reputable men in their respective districts. The 
charge against most of them is, 1 Preventing people from doing what they had a legal 
right to do, namely, to pay no rents.’ 

“ It looks so funny to see marked on their cell doors, in large letters, ‘ Iso rent.’ 
We have one man from Dublin whose father died a few days ago. He applied to the 
authorities to see his father buried, but they answered that they £ could not see the 
way to grant his request ; ’ and this young man does not know what he was arrested 
for. Give my kindest regards to all my old California friends. 

“ Your fond father, 

(Signed) “D. McSWEENEY.” 



(Inclosure 2 in No. 316.) 

Mr. C. P. Berry to Mr. Frelinghuysen. 

House of Representatives, Washington , D. C. f 
Dear Sir, February 6, 1882. 

Inclosed is a letter of Daniel McSweeney, formerly a resident of California, but 
now in Dundalk Gaol, Ireland. The letter is addressed to his daughter, now living in 
San Erancisco. His seems a hard case, and even were he justly imprisoned, he 
certainly is entitled to humane treatment. I call your especial attention to the 
letter. 

The appeals of his personal friends in California to me must be my excuse for 
thus addressing you. 

Yours respectfully, 

(Signed) C. P. BERRY. 

[Eor Inclosure, vide ante, in Article from the San Erancisco “Examiner” of 
January 23, 1SS2.] 



(No. 3.) 

Mr. Miller and others to Mr. Frelinghuysen. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C., February 16, 1882. 

( Received February 17.) 

The Undersigned respectfully transmit for your consideration, and such action 
as the case may require, a joint letter to us numerously signed by our best citizens, 
representing that Daniel Sweeney, now in a British prison, is a citizen of the United 
States, and was for twenty-five years a resident of San Erancisco, and asking that 
he receive from our Government that protection which law and justice in Ins case 
require. 

We beg to say that we share in those wishes and desires, and hope that your 
Department will do us the favour to assure us that what is right will be promptly and 
effectively done. 

(Signed) JOHN E. MILLER. 

J. T. EARLEY. 

C. P. BERRY. 

H. E. PAGE, 

R. PACHECO. 

W. S. ROSECRANS, 

M. C., First District California. 

The Hon. Theo. S. Erelinghuysen (sic). 

Secretary of State. 
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(Inclosure with, the foregoing.) 



Gentlemen, to Francisco, February 4, 1882. 

We, the Undersigned citizens of the United States of America, and residents of 
California, do most respectfully request that you would lay before the Government of 
the United States the case of Daniel McSweeney, now incarcerated in a -British 
prison, for some imaginary political offence. Mr. McSweeney is a citizen or the 
United States, and has lived, in this city (San Francisco) some twenty-nve years, and 
we expect that the Government that offers a home and protection to strangers will 
protect her own citizens from abuse and degradation by a foreign Power. 



President Hibernia Bank. 

Myles D. Sweeny. 

F. S. Wensinger. 

Charles Lux. 

Judges Superior Court : 

Jam. Hunt, jun. 

T. K. Wilson. 

John F. Finn. 

J. A. W. Maguire. 

Charles Halsey. 

T. W. Lawler. 

Oliver P. Evans. 

J. M. Allen. 

M. A. Edmonds. 

J. F. Sullivan. 

Bobert Ferral. 

A. J. Donnally. 

M. Warde. 

Francis J. Sullivan. 

Richard Tobin. 

Robert Roy. 

Robert J. Tobin. 

Thomas Desmond. 

D. J. Buckley. 

John Henry Blaney. 

F. W, Y. Von Pfistcr. 

Joshua O’Nial. 

Andrew McShane. 

C. F. Smith. 

Albert Gaillard. 

J. A. Farrelly. 

F. H. P. Fenall. 

Joseph A. Casey. 

Charles J. McGlynn. 

Ed. Wall. 

J. Ravanagh, Palace Hotel. 
William Jones, M.D. 

P. Macdonough, 41, Market Street. 



James R. Kelly, 223, Market Street. 

Mat. J. Corcoran, 1061, Howard Street. 
John Martin, 1414, Folsom Street. 
William A. Plunkett, 530, California 
Street. 

William H. Wiggins, jun., 530, California 
Street. 

William Dumphy, 111, Mason Street. 

P. J. White, 2315, Bush Street. 

Thomas Gordon, 235, Bush Street. 

A. J. Bryant, 822, Suter Street. 

Thomas Agnew, 220, Samson Street. 
William Hermann, 220, Samson Street.. 
Philip A. Roach, 820, Union Street. 
Charles J. Willey, 427, Montgomery 
Street. 

O. F. Willey, 427, Montgomery Street. 
M’l McGovern, 2, Kinney Street. 

T. J. Bass, 27, Dupont Street. 

George S. Evans, State Harbour Commis- 
sioner, 141, Hancock Street. 

Frank W. Gross, Clerk of Supreme Court, 
105, Stockton Street. 

Ira G. Hoitt, 907, Bush Street. 

A. L. Hart, Attorney-General. 

Archie Harloe, Port-Warden. 

William Young, Port-Warden. 

John P. Jourdin, Secretary of Port- 
Warden. 

James Coey, Postmaster of San Francisco. 
E. H. Astson. 

Joseph Nolan, 2228, Pine Street. 

H. F, Page, M. C., Second District Cali- 
fornia. 

C. P. Berry, M. O., California. 

W. S. Rosecrans, M. 0., First District, 
California. 



Messrs. Miller, Farelly (sic), Rosecrans, Pacheco, Page, and Berry, 
Honourable Representatives of the State of California in 
the Congress of the United States. 



(No. 4.) 

Mr. Frelinghuysen to Mr. Lowell. 

(Telegram — cypher.) Department of State, Washington, March 3, 1882. 

States that the cases of our citizens under arrest in Ireland is the occasion of 
inquiry in the House of Representatives, and instructs Mr. Lowell to use .all diligence 
in regard to the late cases, especially of Hart and McSweeney, and to report his action 
by cable. 
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(No. 5.) 

Mr. Lowell to Mr. Frelinghuyscn. 

(Telegram — cypher. 1 ) Legation of the United States, London, March 4. 1882. 

Reports his action in McSweeney’s case. On the 10th June, 1881, Mr. Lowell 
instructed the Vice-Consul at Belfast to ascertain the cause of arrest, and, if innocent, 
to present the matter in the competent quarter, and ask that Me Sweeney be released 
or brought to trial. The same day Mr. Lowell asked Lord Granville to furnish 
particulars in the case. The Under Secretary at Dublin meanwhile informed the 
Vice-Consul at Belfast that the prisoner was reasonably suspected of inciting persons 
to assemble unlawfully and commit riot and assault. No further means of ascertaining 
the justice of the accusation were open to the Vice-Consul. Later, on the 29th June, 
Lord Granville informed Mr. Lowell that, irrespective of the nationality of the 
arrested parties, whether native or alien, in no case could information he given beyond 
the statements of the warrant of arrest. Mr. McSweeney having asserted* his 
innocence, Mr. Lowell communicated this circumstance unofficially on the Sth July, 
and asked that the case might he considered favourably. Mr. Lowell was thereupon 
distinctly assured that McSweeney could not be discharged from custody, his conduct 
having brought him under the statute. 

In the case of Hart, the Vice-Consul at Queenstown was told by the Inspector of 
Police that Hart had incited to non-payment of rent, and was a dangerous, good-for- 
nothing, troublesome character, who was, perhaps, involved in more serious matters 
than those which led to his arrest. The Vice-Consul was informed by a brother of the 
prisoner that the latter would not subscribe to an undertaking to conduct himself 
according to law, if he were set at liberty. 

Mr. Lowell adds his belief that both of the prisoners are no more innocent than 
the majority of those under arrest ; and promises full statements, with copies of all 
papers, by mail. 



(No. 6.) 

Mr. Frelinghuysen to Mr. Lowell. 

(Telegram — cypher.) Department of State, Washington, March 4, 1882. 

The Secretary of States refers to the cases of O’Connor, Hart, McSweeney, 
Walsh, McEnery, and D’Alton, and directs Mr. Lowell to inform the British Govern- 
ment that the President hopes that, without discussing the applicability of the existin'* 
coercive statute to citizens of the United States, the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland wi2 
be instructed, under the first section of the act, to exercise the discretionary powers 
conferred thereby in these and all cases of imprisoned Americans by ordering prompt 
trials. 



(No. 1.) 

Mr. Lowell to Mr. Frelinghuysen. 

(Telegram — cypher.) Legation of the United States, London, March 7, 1SS2. 

Mr. Lowell reports that the instructions in Mr. Frelinghuysen’s cypher 
despatch of 4th March, 1882, have been obeyed, and that Earl Granville has informed 
him that the matter will have immediate attention. 



No. 45. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — ( Received April 10.) 

(Extract.) Washington , March 28, 1 882. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose to your Lordship herewith, copy of a letter from 
one William Lane, an alleged British subject in prison at Detroit, Michigan, as well 
as copy of a note which in consequence I addressed to Mr. Prelinghuysen, requesting 
information as to the alleged statements made therein, and I have now the honour to 
inclose copy of the reply thereto. 

[662] " I) 2 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 45. 



Mr. Lane to Mr. West. 



Sir, Wayne County Gaol, Detroit , Michigan , March 22, 1882. 

I AM an Englishman, a native of Bristol, Gloucestershire, aud claim your assistance 
under the following circumstances. 

On the 18th June last, I was arrested on a charge of attempted murder, and have 
since then beenjheld in gaol awaiting trial which 1 am utterly unable to obtain. I 
have been taken into Court eight or nine times, and always remanded on some pretext 
or other. I can easily prove my innocence if I have half a chance, but as I have no 
relations and no money I cannot get it. I have written to J udge, prosecuting attorney, 
and the papers, to demand the trial that I think I am entitled to, but this is such a free 
country that they do as they like, and do not like to give me one. A week ago I was in 
Court and the Judge promised to discharge me to-day if the prosecution would not go 
on with the case, but to-day I went down and was again remanded. 

I am 20 years of age, a printer by trade, and have been four years in this country, 
coming to New York in January 1S78. I have never even been arrested before, and 
always° bore a good character. The holding of me so is contrary to the laws of 
Michigan, and grossly unjust anyway. Will you please put a stop to this sort of 
thing as quickly as possible. If you write a line to the Judge I think he -will 
discharge me directly, and I would sooner it was done quietly, but anyway, get me 
out of this. The Judge’s name is Chambers, Wayne, Circuit Court, Detroit, Michigan. 

Hoping to have an answer by return, I remain, &c. 

(Signed) WILLIAM! LANE- 



Inclosure 2 in No. 45. 

Mr. West to Mr. Frelinghuysen. 

Sir, Washington, March 24, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to state to you that information has reached me respecting 
the imprisonment of a British subject named William Lane, in Wayne County Gaol, 
Detroit, Michigan, from which it would appear that the arrest took place on. the 
18th June last, and that since that date Lane has been held in gaol awaiting trial, 
which he asserts he is unable to obtain. 

Under these circumstances I have recourse to your good offices, in order that 
inquiry may be made respecting this case. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKVELLE WEST. 



Inclosure 8 in No. 45. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen to Mr. West. 

Sir, Department of State, Washington, March 28, 1882. 

I HAT) the honour to receive on the 25th instant your note of the 24th, in relation 
to the imprisonment at Detroit, Michigan, of a British subject, named William Lane, 
who, it is stated, has been hitherto unable to obtain trial on the charge under which 
he has been held since the ISth June last. I immediately addressed a telegram to the 
Attorney- General of the State of Michigan, acquainting him with the purport of your 
note, and expressing the desire of the President to learn the facts of the case, and 
to have the best exertions of the State authorities used to secure to Mr. Lane the early 
trial which he asserted he was unable to obtain. 

I am now in receipt of a telegram of yesterday’s date from Mr. J. J. Van Riper, 
the Attorney-General of Michigan, who, it seems, at once went from the capital of 
the State to Detroit, to investigate the case in person. The facts, as very fully 
reported by Mr. Van Riper, are as follows : — 

William Lane, the accused, *had formed an attachment for the wife of one George 
W. Allen, also a British subject. On the 16th June, 1881, Lane and Allen were out 
together in a boat. Lane prepared in a cup a drink which he represented to be lemon- 
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juice, but which contained a large quantity of morphine, and gave it to Allen, who 
swallowed the liquid. Violent vomiting ensued, which saved Allen’s life, although his 
recovery was long despaired of, and he has not yet recovered from the effects of the 
poison. 

Lane was arrested on the following day, 19th June, 1881* He made a written 
confession, that he had poisoned Allen, adding that his intention was, when Allen 
should have become unconscious, to tip him out of the boat. He subsequently with- 
drew his confession, saying that he did not know what he said or wrote. Mr. Van 
Hiper has seen this written confession. 

Lane was arraigned for trial on the 29th September, 1881. Since that time 
repeated continuances have been had, but in every instance at the request of Lane’s 
Attorneys, and never on the application of the prosecution. The case is, however, now 
on trial ; it was begun on Friday last, the 24-th instant, was continued on Saturday, 
and was on trial yesterday. The State’s Attorney-General finds no blame attaching 
to the authorities for the delay in bringing Allenf to trial. The low state of Allen, 
who was suffering from the poison, prevented the case from being set down for trial 
earlier than the 29th September, 1881, in the absence of the principal witness, while since 
that date the dilatory motions, as before said, have come wholly from the side of the 
defence. 

I have acquainted Mr. Lowell by telegraph of the investigation ordered on 
receipt of your note and of its result, in order that Her Majesty’s Government may 
see the jealous watchfulness which thus Government is disposed to exercise when the 
inherent right of auy accused person, and especially a subject of a friendly State, to a 
speedy trial on the charges preferred, is in question. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) FREDK. T. FRELIN GHU Y SEN. 



No. 46. 

Mr. Lowell to Earl Granville. — ( Received April 15.) 

My Lord, Legation of the United States, Ijondon, April 14, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to acquaint you that I have received this morning two 
applications for my intervention from citizens of the United States who have been 
arrested under the Protection of Person and Property Act (Ireland) 1881. One of 
them is 'William Brophy, who sends his certificate of naturalization, and states that 
he was arrested on the 4tli March last, and is confined in Naas Gaol. The other is J ohn 
Leonard Garmon, who asserts that he was born at Hampton Hill, in the State of 
Connecticut, on the 13th December, 1852, and imprisoned in the Gaol at Galway on 
the 7th May, 1881, on suspicion of being one of an unlawful assembly. He says also 
that he knows nothing further of the charge against him or of his accuser. 

I have no information of the causes why Brophy was arrested, but I shall write 
to our Consul at Dublin to ascertain what is stated in the warrant on this subject, and 
I may have occasion to address your Lordship again in relation to it. 

In respect to the case of Mr. Gannon, his imprisonment has now continued for 
so long a period that I am sure your Lordship will understand why I ask your 
attention to it with unusual earnestness. 

It is so contrary to the spirit of English as well as of American law to keep a 
f man in prison for many months without any opportunity of confronting his accusers 
or of disproving the charges against him, that your Lordship cannot be surprised at 
the great excitement which such cases as this of Mr. Gannon have occasioned in the 
United States, or at the instructions I have received from my Government to ask 
respectfully that the accused parties may either be released or brought to trial. 

I beg leave to repeat this request in the cases of Mr. Brophy and Mr. Gannon, 
as well as of other American citizens who have been imprisoned in Ireland, some of 
them for long periods of time. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. H. LOWELL. 
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No. 47. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville . — ( Received April 17.) 

My Lord, Washington , April 4, 1882. 

J X HAVE the honour to report to your Lordship that a Bill lias been introduced 
into the Senate hy Senator Morgan, of Alabama, to define the rights of American 
citizens in and when residing in foreign countries. It sets forth that the rights 
of American citizenship in foreign countries, which are required to be protected 
in the manner and by the means provided in section 2001 of the Revised Statutes, 
extend to and include the right to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, and the right to lie exempt from domiciliary 
visits without legal warrant, according to the forms of law of the country in which 
they are dwelling ; and the right on demand of themselves or counsel to be informed 
of the nature and cause of any accusation against them, when they are under arrest 
or are imprisoned upon a suspicion, or accusation, or charge of being guilty of any 
crime or offence against the laws of such foreign country ; and the right of trial in 
such cases within a reasonable time to be confronted with witnesses against them, to 
have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in their favour, and to have counsel 
for their defence. This Bill was read and referred to the Committee on Eoreign 
Relations. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKVTLLE WEST. 



No. 48. 



Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 17, 1882. 

I HAVE had the honour to receive your letter of the 14th instant, calling my 
attention to the cases of Messrs. William Brophy and John Leonard Gannon, and 
other citizens of the United States of America, who are imprisoned in Ireland under 
the Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) Act, 1881. 

In reply, I beg leave to state to you that I have caused your present application 
on behalf of these persons to be communicated to the proper Department of Her 
Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GRANVILLE. 



No. 49. 

Earl Granville to Mr. Lowell. 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 19, 1882. 

WITH reference to my letter of the 29th ultimo, respecting the case of 
Mr. James L. White, a naturalized American citizen, who has been in custody under 
the Protection of Person and Property (Ireland) Act, 1881, I have the honour now to 
state to you that I am informed that after causing careful inquiry to be made \ 
orders were given by the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland for the discharge of this 
prisoner. 

I have the honour further to observe, with reference to the last paragraph of your 
letter of the 28th ultimo, that his Excellency has satisfied himself that there was no 
mistake whatever in the arrest of Mr. White, and that no undue severity was exercised 
towards hi m while in custody, but that, on the contrary, he was last month released on 
parole for ten days, on account of the illness of a relative. 

T nflTP Arn 

(Signed) ’ GRANVILLE. 
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No. 60. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — (Received April 24.) 

My Lord, Washington , April 6, 1882. 

AT tlie request of the Secretary of State, I called upon him the day before 
yesterday, when he put into my hands a communication which he said he was about 
to make to the House of Representatives, and which, before doing so, he wished me 
to read, in order that it should not appear in print without my knowledge, as it 
related to what had passed between us respecting the Irish- American suspects. 1 
thanked Mr. Frelingliuysen for his courtesy, and said that this communi cation would 
at all events evince the amicable spirit which animated the two Governments. 

I have the honour to inclose to your Lordship printed copies of this document as 
it was presented to the House of Representatives. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKVILLE WEST. 



Inclosure in No. 60. 

Newspaper' Extract . 

To the President, 

THE Secretary of State, to whom was referred the Resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 31st January last, requesting the President "to obtain a list of 
all American citizens, naturalized or native-born, under arrest or imprisonment by 
authority of the British Government, with a statement of the cause or causes of such 
arrest and imprisonment, and especially such of said citizens as may have been thus 
arrested and imprisoned under the suspension of the habeas corpus in Ireland, and, if 
not incompatible with the public interest, that he communicate such information, 
when received, to this House, together with all correspondence now on file in the 
Department of State relating to any existing arrest and imprisonment of citizens as 
aforesaid,” has the honour to inform the President, in part response to this request of 
the House of Representatives, that for some time past active negotiations have been 
carried on between the two Governments. These negotiations have been conducted in 
a spirit of entire friendship, and it affords the Secretary of State pleasure to acquaint 
the President that on the 2nd instant information was received by the Department of 
State that all the American citizens held as prisoners in Belaud had been released 
except three ; and that since that date the further information has reached him that 
O’Connor, Hart, Walsh, Dalton, and White are not now in prison. The negotiations 
are still being conducted with a view to the release of the remaining prisoners, and the 
hope is entertained that a result will be reached satisfactory and honourable alike to 
both Governments. 

Respectfully submitted, 

(Signed) EREDK. T. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Department of State , Washington , April 4, 1882. 



No. 61. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — (Received April 24.) 

My Lord, Washington, April 8, 1882. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit to your Lordship herewith articles from the 
New York “Tribune” on the proceedings taken with regard to the Irish- American 
suspects. The tone of these articles is, on the whole, satisfactory, and would seem to 
indicate the general opinion that an unnecessary importance had been attached to a 
matter which was capable of an amicable arrangement. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKVILLE WEST. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



32 



Inciosure 1 in No. 51. 

Extract from the New York “ Tribune ” of April 5, 1382. 

The Irish-American Suspects.— The mass meeting at Cooper Institute calls 
upon the President to demand forthwith the prompt release of American citizens now 
unjustly deprived of liberty by the British Government. It bases its action upon 
section 2,001 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, namely 

“ "Whenever it is made known to the President that any citizen of the United States 
baa been unjustly deprived of his liberty by or under the authority of any foreign 
Government, it shall be the duty of the President forthwith to demand of that 
Government the reasons of such imprisonment ; and if it appear to bo wrongful and 
in violation of the rights of American citizenship, the President shall forthwith demand 
the release of such citizen, and if the release so demanded is unreasonably delayed or 
refused, the President shall use such means, not amounting to acts of war, as he may 
think necessary and proper to obtain or effectuate the release ; and all. the facts and 
proceedings relative thereto shall, as soon as practicable, be communicated by the 
President to Congress.” 

Now, in the case of the Irish-American suspects, this Statute — one of the most 
irrational Acts ever passed by an incoherent Congress — is practically inoperative. 
These men have been legally arrested, whatever may be said as to the justice or 
injustice of the charges. They have been imprisoned under the Coercion Acts, which 
are now the public law of Ireland. Legally arrested, they have not been tried ; a nd 
accordingly there has been no judicial investigation which would enable the President 
to determine whether they have been justly or unjustly deprived of their liberty. It 
is utterly impossible for the President to decide whether the arrest of these suspects 
has been " wrongful ” and “ in violation of the rights of American citizenship,” and 
consequently he cannot demand their release. Congress never has given and never 
can give the Executive the right to demand the unconditional release of an American 
citizen, naturalized or native-born, who has been legally arrested in another civilized 
State. If he has been illegally arrested, or if his innocence has been established after 
a judicial investigation, his release may be demanded, but not otherwise. 

What, then, is it in the province of the Executive to demand in the ease of the 
Irish-American suspects ? Let their naturalization be assumed, and they must be held 
by Great Britain to be entitled to all the rights which have been guaranteed to citizens 
of the United States under the Naturalization Treaty. A fair and impartial trial in 
accordance with the local law that has been violated is one of those rights, and the 
Executive is justified in demanding it, for the suspects have been in prison many 
months. But in the proclaimed districts of Ireland the local law has been suspended. 
The Government does not grant to its own subjects the privilege of a jury trial in 
those districts ; and, indeed, a jury trial would not be a judicial process under the 
circumstances, for each and every suspect would be acquitted without regard to the 
facts of the case. A fair and impartial trial, by which the innocence or guilt of the 
accused can be ascertained, is simply out of the question. That is the one demand 
which our Government is competent to make, and it is one with which the British 
Government think it impossible to comply. They might as well discharge the 
American suspects outright. 

Mr. Lowell, who has been denounced by Mr. Randall for his “ sickening syco- 
phancy to English influence,” has treated this matter not as an English, Irish, or 
American question, but purely as a point of international law. He has had no 
sympathy with the Coercion legislation, and has even taken pains to characterize it as 
exceptional and arbitrary. In his letter to the suspects who applied for his inter- 
vention, he says : “The chief object of these measures is to enable the authorities to 
arrest persons whom they suspect of illegal conduct, without being obliged to produce 
any proof of their guilt. Its very substance and main purpose are to deprive suspected 
persons of the speedy trial they desire. This law is, of course, contrary to the spirit 
and foundation principles of both English and American jurisprudence. But it is the 
law of the land, and it controls all persons domiciled in the proclaimed districts of 
Ireland, whether they are British subjects or not; and it is manifestly futile to claim 
that naturalized citizens of the United States should be exempted from its operation.” 

That law legalized the arrest of the suspects in districts where the writ of habeas 
corpus had been suspended, and where the natives were not allowed the privilege of a 
jury trial. To have demanded their unconditional release, when no discrimination had 
been made between them and the natives, would have been an open affront to a friendly 
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Power. What Mr. Lowell did was to follow the best precedents of criminal jurisdiction 
in international cases, several of which had been established during the American 
civil war, when British subjects were arbitrarily arrested and denied the privilege of 
trial. At the same time, he has conducted the negotiations with the Foreign Office 
with so much tact and decision that we are inclined to expect a speedy clearance of 
the Irish gaols from suspects whose citizenship in the United States is authenticated. 
Whatever may be the privileges of the natives, the British Government are not likely 
to incur the odium of imprisoning foreigners for indefinite terms without trial. They 
will be glad to release them, if they can be assured that their naturalization papers 
shall not be used as a safe-conduct for conspiracy in the proclaimed districts of 
Ireland. 



Inclosure 2 in No. 51. 

Extract from the New York “ Tribune ” of April 6, 1882. 

Me. Lowell’s Success. — Mr. Lowell’s negotiations for the release of the Irish- 
American suspects have been crowned with partial success. Before the mass meeting 
at Cooper Institute disgraced itself by heaping reproaches upon him, the Department 
of State had received official information that all but three of these prisoners had been 
set at liberty in response to the request of the United States’ Minister. The three 
suspects who have not been released are McSweeney, McEnery, and O’Mahonev. 
Two of these are undoubtedly naturalized citizens, and as such are entitled to a fair 
and impartial trial. The British Government is either unable or unwilling to order a 
judicial investigation, but it will not incur the odium of imprisoning the citizens of 
another State for an indefinite period. The leading English journal concedes that 
any suspect whose naturalization in the United States can be established will be 
released if he agrees to leave the country ; and the State Department has every reason 
to expect that this action will be speedily taken in these two cases. There is some 
doubt as to the validity of O’Mahoney’s naturalization, but the chances are in favour 
of his release, as the British Foreign Office does not seem to be disposed to make an 
exception in his case on technical grounds if he will promise to leave Ireland as soon 
as he is released. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen reports that the negotiations have been carried on between 
the two Governments for some time “in a spirit of entire friendship.” This result has 
been promoted by the cordial relations existing between Lord Granville and 
Mr. Lowell. The fact that our Government has been represented in these negotia- 
tions by one of our foremost men of letters has been a most fortunate circumstance. 
Mr. Lowell had won the respect and admiration of the best men in English public 
life, and when he came to plead for these suspects his personal character and popularity 
were of direct service to them. Bluster and bad manners would have prolonged their 
imprisonment and disturbed the relations of the two countries. Mr. Lowell made, 
as our special cable despatches have stated, every effort consistent with diplomatic 
usage, and at the same time performed a most delicate duty with such consummate 
tact as to remove all sources of irritation. The result has been that as soon as the 
formalities of proving the naturalization of the suspects have been complied with, all 
but three of them have been released, and the liberation of the remaining prisoners 
is confidently expected by the State Department. 

The delicacy of Mr. Lowell’s task will be better appreciated if the fact be borne in 
r mind that the British Government is struggling hand over hand with a formidable 
conspiracy which has been directly promoted by the Irish citizens of the United 
States. The passage of the Land Act would have paralyzed the League if the 
Pamellites had not been forced by pressure from this side of the ocean to denounce it 
and to proclaim the repudiation of rent-paying. It has been moral and pecuniary 
support from the American base of supplies which has enabled the agitators to defy 
the Liberal Government and to prolong indefinitely a blustering period of lawlessness 
and anarchy in Ireland. Not a week passes but there are cowardly assassinations and 
revolting crimes committed in every quarter of the island. Tenants whose sole offence 
is a disposition to pay their debts and to live in peace with their landlords are 
murdered in cold blood. Land agents are fired at from hedges, and innocent women 
arc butchered in the high roads. We do not say that the land League organization 
and its American contributors are responsible for these shocking crimes ; but it 
cannot be denied that they have delayed the pacification of the island which might 
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have been effected under tlie beneficent clauses of the Land Act, and by prolonging 
the agitation have multiplied opportunities for agrarian horrors. 

Is it to be wondered at that the British Government should have hesitated before 
releasing suspects whose only claim for consideration was a questionable citizenship in 
the United States ? The money contributed for the cause could not be intercepted ; 
the patriotic sympathy and moral support could not be counteracted ; hut those who 
came from America to instigate revolution and crime must share the risks with native 
conspirators. This being the English view of the case, diplomatic intervention in 
behalf of the suspects was extremely likely to excite intense irritation. If, therefore, 
Mr. Lowell has dispatched the business, rescued the prisoners, and asserted the rights 
of American citizenship, without causing bitterness or estrangement between the two 
Governments, he is entitled to the gratitude of Americans and Englishmen alike. If 
his intellectual attainments, his graces of manner, and his personal friendships in 
English society have contributed to that end, it was not a mistake to send to the 
Court of St. James an American gentleman. 



No. 52. 

Mr. West to Earl Granville. — ( Received April 24.) 

My Lord, Washington, April 11, 1882. 

WITH reference to my despatch of the 28th ultimo, I have the honour to inclose 
herewith to your Lordship copy of a further note which I have received from the 
Secretary of State respecting the imprisonment of William Lane. 

Prom the correspondence inclosed in your Lordship’s despatch of the 29th 
ultimo, it would seem that Mr. Prelinghuysen, in his communications with Mr. 
Lowell, sought to connect this case with the question of the release of the Irisli- 
American suspects, as I anticipated he might do, as reported to your Lordship in my 
above-mentioned despatch. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) L. S. SACKYILLE WEST. 



Inclosure in No. 52. 

Mr. Frelinghuysen to Mr. West. 

Sir, Department of State, Washington , April 10, 1882. 

REFERRING to my reply of the 28th ultimo to your note of the 24th of that 
month, in relation to the imprisonment of a British subject named William Lane, at 
Detroit, Michigan, I now have the honour to inform you that I have received a letter 
from the Attorney-General of Michigan, in which that officer states that the prisoner 
in question ha9 been convicted of an assault with intent to murder. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) T. T. PRELINGHUYSEN. 
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No. 1. 

The Earl of Clarendon to Sir F. Bruce. 

Sir, Foreign Office, April 14, 1S6G. 

MR. ADAMS called upon me three days ago and read to me a confidential 
despatch from Mr. Seward respecting the Fenian agitation. 

Mr. Seward said that he did not think that either time or occasion had arrived 
for making any communication on the subject to Her Majesty’s Government, but in 
view of the news which had arrived of the suspension of the Act of Habeas Corpus in 
Ireland, Mi-. Seward thought Mr. Adams ought to be informed of the sentiments of 
the President in regard to l'enianism. 

The Fenian excitement in the United States was, Mr. Seward said, a political 
question, exclusively affecting Ireland as one of the United Kingdoms. Those 
engaged in the agitation were, as a general rule, native Irishmen, of whom some had, 
while others had not, become naturalized in the United States. In moving, oon-, 
trolling, and directing the Fenian agitation these persons were influenced by feeling, 
sentiments, and views which they cherish as Irishmen, notwithstanding their change 
of domicile or place of residence or citizenship. In a word, the Fenian was a British 
and not an American movement. 

The only question for the United States’ Government, Mr. Seward said, was not 
whether the motives or designs of these agitations in regard to Ireland were just, 
wise, beneficent, and humane, or the reverse, but whether, in seeking to promote 
their designs, they commit any violation of the laws of the United States which have 
been adopted to prevent military or naval aggression against nations with whom the 
United States are at peace. 

Thus far, Mr. Seward said, no such violation of the law had been brought to the 
knowledge of the United States’ Government, either by its own Agents or by the 
British Legation, and it did not appear to the United States’ Government to be wise 
to denounce the proceedings of the agitators so long as they were confined within 
those limits of moral agitation recognized equally by the United States and Great 
Britain as legitimate. 

It was not unreasonable to suppose that any unlawful enterprises against Ireland 
and the Colonies contrived in the United States would prove abortive and even absurd 
unless the movement had some connection with an uprising in the country to be 
invaded. It was not for the United States’ Government to pronounce upon the 
improbability or otherwise of such an uprising in Ireland. It was, however, 
reasonable to suppose that if anything of the sort was contemplated, the suspension of 
the Act of Habeas Corpus would bring matters to a crisis, and if no uprising had 
taken place, it might be supposed either that such a movement had not been meditated 
or that it had been averted. In either ease it was not to be apprehended that a 
violation of United States’ neutrality would now be committed. On the other hand, 
if any insurrection should have already broken out in Ireland, it would be by no 
means the purpose or policy of the United States to suffer their own laws to be 
violated, and their dignity and honour to be compromised. 

Mr. Seward further said that it might be expected that some Irish-born but 
naturalized American citizens who might be now sojourning or travelling in Ireland 
would be arrested upon complaints of complicity in seditious proceedings. Of these, 
some would probably be innocent and others guilty. The situation would thus for a 
time necessarily become inconvenient and embarrassing; but Mr. Seward frankly 
admitted that Americans, whether native-born or naturalized, own submission to tho 
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same laws in Great Britain as British, subjects while residing there and enjoying the 
protection of the British Govermnentj and Mr. Seward added that the United States 
Government had applied the converse of that principle to British subjects who were 
sojourning or travelling in the United States during the late rebellion. 

Mr. Adams was, therefore, to give a careful examination to each complaint, 
dealing at all times frankly with the British Government, and asking on their part 
strict justice where American citizens were concerned. 

I told Mr. Adams that I had listened with much satisfaction to the views and 
opinions of Mr. Seward, as stated in the despatch which he had just read to me, and 
that I trusted that both the state of Ireland and the prudence of the Lord Lieutenant 
would prevent any difference between Her Majesty’s Government and that of the 
United States upon a question involving a principle, the discussion of which, in 
connection with Eenianism, it would be desirable not to enter upon. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CLARENDON. 



No. 2. 

Convention between Her Majesty and the United States of America relative to Naturalization . — 
Signed at London, May 13, 1870. 

HER Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
and the President of the United States of America, being desirous to regulate the 
citizenship of British subjects who have emigrated or who may emigrate from the 
British dominions to the United States of America, and of citizens of the United 
States of America vdio have emigrated or who may emigrate from the United States 
of America to the British dominions, have resolved to conclude a Convention for that 
purpose, and have named as their Plenipotentiaries, that is to say : 

Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
the Right Honourable George William Erederick, Earl of Clarendon, Baron Hyde of 
Hindon, a Peer of the United Kingdom, a Member of Her Britannic Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council, Knight of the Most Noble Order of the Garter, Knight 
Grand Cross of the Most Honourable Order of the Bath, Her Britannic Majesty’s 
Principal Secretary of State for Poreign Affairs ; 

And the President of the United States of America, John Lothrop Motley, Esquire, 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 
Her Britannic Majesty ; 

Who, after having communicated to each other their respective full powers, 
found to be in good and due form, have agreed upon and concluded the following 
Articles : — 

ARTICLE I. 

British subjects who have become, or shall become, and are naturalized according 
to law within the United States of America as citizens thereof, shall, subject to the 
provisions of Article II, be held by Great Britain to be in all respects and for all 
purposes citizens of the United States, and shall be treated as such by Great Britain. 

Reciprocally, citizens of the United States of America wdio have become, or shall 
become, and are naturalized according to law within the British dominions as British 
subjects, shall, subject to the provisions of Article II, be held by the United States to 
be in all respects and for all purposes British subjects, and shall be treated as such by 
the United States. 

ARTICLE II. 

Such British subjects as aforesaid who have become and are naturalized as citizens 
within the United States shall be at liberty to renounce their naturalization and to 
resume their British nationality, provided that such renunciation be publicly declared 
within two years after the twelfth day of May, 1870. 

Such citizens of the United States as aforesaid who have become and are 
naturalized within the dominions of Her Britannic Majesty as British subjects shall 
be at liberty to renounce their naturalization and to resume their nationality as citizens 
of the United States, provided that such renunciation be publicly declared within two 
years after the exchange of the ratifications of the present Convention. 

The manner in which this renunciation may be made and publiciy declared shall 
be agreed upon by the Governments of the respective countries. 
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ARTICLE III. 

If any sucli British subject as aforesaid, naturalized in the. United States, should 
renew his residence within the dominions of Her Britannic Majesty, Her Majesty’s 
Government may, on his own application and on such conditions as that Government 
may think fit to impose, readmit liim to the character and privileges of a British 
subject, and the United States shall not, in that case, claim him as a citizen of the 
United States on account of his former naturalization. 

In the same manner, if any such citizen of the United States as aforesaid, 
naturalized within the dominions of Her Britannic Majesty, should renew his residence 
in the United States, the United States 5 Government may, on liis own application and 
on such conditions as that Government may think fit to impose, readmit him to the 
character and privileges of a citizen of the United States, and Great Britain shall not, 
in that case, claim him as a British subject on account of his former naturalization. 

ARTICLE IV. 

The present Convention shall be ratified by Her Britannic Majesty and by the 
President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
thereof, and the ratifications shall be exchanged at London as soon as may be within 
twelve months from the date hereof. 

In witness whereof the respective Plenipotentiaries have signed the same, and 
have affixed thereto their respective seals. 

Done at London, the thirteenth day of May, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and seventy. 

(L.S.) CLARENDON. 

(L.S.) JOHN LOTHROP MOTLEY. 



No. 3. 

Convention between Her Majesty and the United States of America, supplementary to the 

Convention of May 13, 1870, respecting Naturalization. — Signed at Washington, 

February 2 3,1871. 

"WHEREAS by the Ilnd Article of the Convention between Her Majesty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the United States of 
America for regulating the citizenship of subjects and citizens of the Contracting 
Parties who have emigrated or may emigrate from the dominions of the one to those 
of the other party, signed at London on the 13th May, 1870, it was stipulated that 
the manner in which the renunciation by such subjects and citizens of their naturali- 
tion, and the resumption of their native allegiance, may be made and publicly declared, 
should he agreed upon by the Governments of the respective countries ; Her Majesty 
the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the President of 
the United States of America, for the purpose of effecting such agreement, have 
resolved to conclude a Supplemental Convention, and have named as their Plenipo- 
tentiaries, that is to say : Her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, Sir Edward Thornton, Knight Commander of the Most 
Honourable Order of the Bath, and Her Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo- 
tentiary to the United States of America ; and the President of the United States of 
America, Hamilton Pish, Secretary of State ; who have agreed as follows : — 

ARTICLE I. 

Any person being originally a citizen of the United States who had, previously to 
the 13tli May, 1870, been naturalized as a British subject, may at any time before the 
10th August, 1872, and any British subject who, at the date first aforesaid, had been 
naturalized as a citizen within the United States, may, at any time before the 
12th May, 1872, publicly declare his renunciation of such naturalization by 
subscribing an instrument in writing, substantially in the form hereunto appended, 
and designated as Annex (A). 

Such renunciation by an original citizen of the United States of British 
nationality shall, within the territories and jurisdiction of the United States, be 
made in duplicate, in the presence of any Court authorized by law for the time being 
to admit aliens to naturalization, or before the Clerk or Prothonotary of any such 
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Court : if the declarant he beyond tlie territories of the United States, it shall be 
made in duplicate before any Diplomatic or Consular officer of the United States. 
One of such duplicates shall remain of record in the custody of the Court or officer in 
whose presence it "was made ; the other shall be, without delay, transmitted to the 
Department of State. _ . 

Such renunciation, if declared by an original British subject, of his acquired 
nationality as a citizen of the United States, shall, if the declarant be in the United 
Kingdom *of Great Britain and Ireland, be made in duplicate, in the presence of a 
Justice of the Peace; if elsewhere in Her Britannic Majesty’s dominions, in tripli- 
cate, in the presence of any Judge of civil or criminal jurisdiction, of any Justice of 
the Peace, or of any other officer for the time being authorized by law, in the place in 
which the declarant is, to administer an oath for any judicial or other legal purpose ; 
if out of Her Majesty’s dominions, in triplicate, in the presence of any officer in the 
Diplomatic or Consular Service of Her Majesty. 

AETICLE II. 

Tlie Contracting Parties hereby engage to communicate each to the other, from 
time to time, lists of the persons who, within their respective dominions and terri- 
tories, or before their Diplomatic and Consular officers, have declared their renuncia- 
tion of naturalization, with tlie dates and places of making such declarations, and such 
information as to the abode of the declarants, and the times and places of their 
naturalization, as they may have furnished. 

AETICLE III. 

The present Convention shall be ratified by Her Britannic Majesty, and by the 
President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
thereof, and the ratifications shall be exchanged at Washington as soon as may he 
convenient. 

In witness whereof, the respective Plenipotentiaries have signed the same, and 
have affixed thereto their respective seals. 

Done at Washington, the twenty-third day of Eebruary, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand eight hundred and seventy-one. 

(L.S.) Ei)WD. THOENTON. 

(L.S.) HAMILTON EISH. 



ANNEX (A). 



I, A. B., of ( insert abode), being originally a citizen of the United States of 
America (or a British subject), and having become naturalized within tlio dominions of 
Her Britannic Majesty as a British subject (or as a citizen within the United States of 
America), do hereby renounce my naturalization as a British subject (or citizen of the 
United States) ; and declare that it is my desire to resume my nationality as a citizen 
of the United States (or British subject). 

(Signed) A. B. 

Made and subscribed before me, in (insert 

or other sub-division, and State, Province , Colony, Legation, or Consulate ), this 
of , 187 . 

(Signed) E. F., 

Justice of the Peace (or other title). 



country 

day 



(L.S.) EDWD. THOENTON. 

(L.S.) HAMILTON EISH. 
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J. S (lass). 



Ireland, under the * Protection of Penou and 
Property (Ireland) Act, 1831," of Naturalized 
Citizens of the United States. 
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